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* THE ROOTS OF THR “THUAN DOCTRINE" x 
« * 
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oe ey He ane 1947 President Truman anneared befors a joint session of 
the American ( songress with a statement of foreign policy involving direct 
military aid to Greece and Turkey, two strategic states bordering on Stalin-~- 
controlled territory. Truman arnounced openly that the weight of American 
inperia Jism would be used against the Stalinis’ forces. 


Vhat is behind this whole affeir? Is it just another imoerialistic grab 
as. the Stalinists say? Is it almost a “declaration of war" as is claimed 
openly im some imverialist quarters? Is ita preventative of war as other 
cupitalist Snokesmen claim? Is it a "new volicy"” as was stated by most of 

the capitelist press on March 13, 1947 or continuation of an o}d policy ina 

new Buiset Above all, are we confronted with the prospect of war, the most 

ne eal and devasteting yet seen, or just "peaceful" imperialist penetration? 
= tle answer to all these questions must be sought in an analysis of the present 
histerieal period. i ‘ 


The October Revolution was a body blow tq world capitalism. At one. 
stroke: the international capitalists were deprived of the possibility of 
exploiting one sixth of the globe. This was ®undamentally much worse for 
them than the immediate loss Sutee sred by th- xx<propriation of the Kussian 
and international bourgeois holdings in Russia. aver since that time the 
main antagonism as between countries has be ur th> antagonism between the 
praperty forms in the Soviet Union and in tht imeerialist world. And this 
was true despits the fact thet from the vor: start thore was burocratic usure 
ration of power from the Russian prol:tariat, 


infthe period between the failures of th.e first intcrvention against 
Kussia and June 2%, 1941, the intornational bourgeoisie was constantly working 
to eliminate this contradiction. ‘With the aivent of the Nazis to power in 
1983 the intorrational boursz:cisie doomed they bad found their nerfect weapon. 

t is importart tc nots, for future reforenc:, that international imperialism 
yas compelled to build up its Nazi spearhead under th» guise of “appeasement.” 
When nearly all of Surone had been turned over to the Nazis, the socond at- 
tack startéd on the Sovint Union. 


fho failurs of the Nazis to smash the Seviet Union became evident to 
the imperialists durins the Battle of Stelingrad. This signified a failure 
to eliminates the basic contradiction bs tweon the private economy in the capi- 
talist worl?’ end the socialized economy in th Sovist Union, Although the 
Nazi ste.rhoad did not succend, ae inflicted troaendous havoe on Russia in 
Lives and moterial. If the practienlly intac forees of the U.S.A. and Sng- 
land had beosn able to attack Russin at ate tim? thiir chances of success 
would have basn very ereat. But thes imporialists were in an ideological 
fiz) Toho: Byes of the masses of the imporialist countries, Stalin was an 
ally and prineiral vic Gd over Fascism. A now attack prosupposed the use of 
tho Anglo-Am rican fore as the main instrument. It therefore became neces- 
sary to transform the Seed of theo Anglo-American masses with respect to 


the Soviet Union. 


Now onsucd one of the most curious prradoxes in history. In the previous 
period Hitler had been aided by world imporinlism under the guise of “appease- 
mont “ until the point was reached when “apnonsement" could no longer be made 
neceptablo to the masses, At this roint, to apnease the masses who were sick 


we 


of the Munich policy, the imperialists had to declare "war" on Hitler. The 
fecling was widespread among tho masses that if a "got tough" policy had been 
applicd to Hitler from the start war could have been avoided. 


The problem for the imporialist strategists was to transform Stalin into 
en aggrossor who was following the pattern of Hitler. Then the imperialists 
could say: Wo learned a costly lesson before. Now we must crush this monster 
before it is too lave. 

How could Stalin be transformed from the "glorious co-victor over Fascism,” 
the “brave ally", to the new world menace. Billions of dollars worth of equip- 
mont were turned over to Russia in the form of Lend Lease, mostly after Stalin- 
gered. iuge chunks of territory in Huronn and Asia were turned over to Stalin- 
ism. The most vivid example is in tho Far @ast where Manchuria, North Korea, 
ths Furiles, and southorn Sakhalin were handed over to Stalin on a silver plate 
ter. Staelin took what he could get ae the permission of the imperialist rulers, 


HOwo tory eaeh gift carried with it am obligation. Lend Lease not actual- 
ly used against the Nazis was to be returned or paid for; the terns being pur- 
nosuly vaguo.? Tho otcupied territories were, to be governed bys ‘democrati. 


govrarrmonts set up by what the imp?rislists call "froo elections." 


This was the first part of the process. The Soviet Union was established 
ss an ee power. Onen the actual expansion of the Sovirt Union was firmly 
fixed in fact,the imporialists had a conereto basis for raising a hue and ery 

Dout aggression... Jn a arbiclos we yointed out the background and mean- 


& Oo i) 
ing of this imporialist "get tough" policy with Rkussia from its inception. Our 
enalysis that this ae would contiruc and intensify has been fully vindicated 


by the présenurdevelopment. 


Having first established the "sot tough with Russia" attitude as the of- 
ficial Vino, the noxt stop wis quickly forthcoming. In the Truman message on 
Greoes and Rarkoy, a transition from the "eet tough" policy to a stage of direct 
and open preparation for war is revendid. oin thisnconnection atvisivery signi 
Pieant thot the imporialists agreed that Stalin take over the Balkans with the 
sclea exception of Gresco. The impcrialist omission of Greece from the Stalin 
sphsre wes not accidental, It is now quite patent that the imperialists wanted 
Process AS en “deologaends wenpom Anda base: for planncd military operations. 


The caso of Turkey is even stronesr as a criterion of approach; to actual 
wor. Trvmen admitted, as he had to, thrit there was no war devestation in Ture 
keys he could not assert the existence of "torrorist bends" there. The pro- 
nosnal to give money and militsry personn31 to Turkey, the proposal to reorga- 
nizo the Turkish cconomic tnd militcry structure, can rot bo regarded as other 
thin dirset proparation for war, 


ae ees 


im Ssolront point eae this whole situation is the role of ths Stalinist 
burocracy. If Stelin hed refused to “tnke overs tho new territory tho whole im- 
perintist pra ould yor" Baise nm ihiscarricgs. Stalin's own game is te expand 
his powor invany wey thnt he ean. “When he sew on opportunity to enlarge his 
domain, he seized unon it. He undoubtedly caleulated that if he didn't move 
in, the imporislists would onter with thair Poress. It wis this Stalin oppor- 
tunism and policy of selfeagerandisanont at ths expense of the masses which 
played right into ths hunds of the imporinlists. The responsiblity for the 
present wer crisis frosts equnlly with thy imporinlist plotters and the Stalin 
opportunists. 


At tho present moment tho massnos are bging led to slaughter by Stalin 


wre 


ond by the imvocrinalists. The historic class enony, imperinlism, is protected 
by Ovrorturism within the prolstarint, primarily Stalinism. An oxposure and 
destruction of Stalinism is rocessary for the overthrow of imperinlism. But 
while the Kromlin sent is the foeus of Stalinist infection throughout tho 
world, the overthrow of Stalinism by impsrialism will not move tho workers one 
inch toward liborstion. When Stulinism is defoated by a revolutionary force, 
only then is the obst-cle to the forward movement of the working class romoved. 


Despite sll tho Stalinist botrnyals, desnite the criminal opportunism, 
despite tho «xistence cf . goodly number of’ rovolutionary-minded workers who 
know of the tre’ chory of Stolinism, tho Stalin force retains a strangle-hold 
on the neck of the world misses, ‘hat is preventing the ousting of Stalinism 
and the implenting of . correct understanding among the revolutionary workers? 

The koy is the Trotsky forco which has captured the mein stream of the 
revolutionsry-nindsd anti-Stalin workers and ties them brck to Stalinism by 
the policy of “critical support" and thersby provents any struggle against 


Uaaee Stalinism snd imperislism., Those workers in the Trotsky camp who sin- 
exrfily went to strugrle omainst onnitahism and Stalinism, who want to prevent 
1 


+ 


Cue? ae bath more horrible than any aver seen in history must break 
with thoir’loxdership and form a; reli Marxist cadres; They can and will find 

recdy responses in the masses of the world who are diseusted with capitalism 
and buroers ism sick of wir ond huncor, ond yonrnning for «a wey. out. 


Thomas F. Harden 
March 1947. 


EXCERSTS FROM THE TROTSEVIST PRES) 


A "Merxian" Avpro.ch to Truman's Role 


"Though honest himself, Truman bears the trait of the worst political 
machine in the countrys Mediccre in persona]. capabilities, the best 
that can be found to say of him is that he is loyal and earnest." 


(Labor Action, April 23, 1945 p. 4. Our Mmphasis) 


How to Got Justice in the United States 


"RBreitman then went ahead with the major proposal he had come to make: 
"! For theses reasons we are here to prenose the complete abolition of 

the general court martial, and the institution of a system of civilian 
court trinl for soldiers charged with serious offenses,'" (Trotszyate 


propesnal ‘Eo War VDen't. Advisory Committee on Military Justice, The 
Militant, Sept, 21, 1946 p. 7. Our emphasis) 
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10e THE YALTA DEAL CLS TO A CRIME 


° 
® 
Se tener ee commen ed seer me nme ecetben * 


The imperislist-Stalin crime of laying the basis for a new butchery of 
millions, is far from being a perfect one. No better clue is needed to solve 
this crime than the Churchill-Roosevelt-Sitcslin agreement at Yalta to have 
Stalin entcr the Far Easte We are presenting here this section of the Yalta 
Lereement to show how absurd the "concessious" policy, vhich the imperialists 
edopted, appears on the surface in view of the situation at that time. The 
Yalta meeting found on the one hand a Soviet Union which had experienced a 
devastation and loss of life unpre¢edented in history. Large portions of the 
economy vere utcerly destroyed and whole sections of the country laid “aste. 
On the other hand, at the time of Yilta, there vere the two imperialist giants, 
£morican aud British imperialism, vith their immense land and naval forces 
virtuslly annsed end intact: with American and Sritish ar production at an all 
time peak. The leaders of these tvo grent imperialist povers met with the 
head of the much strained and relatively ch veaker Sovict Union and in the 
discussions thich followed, for seme mysterious and seemingly illogical reason, 
the imperialist: representatives agreed to enormous territorial concessions 
to Stalin. 


The koy clause in the Far Eastern section, it ill be observed, called 
for Stalin to enter the Japanese situation and thereby pick his territorial 
plums, three months after the war in Europe ended. At such time, the imperial- 
ists claimed, despite tho fact that they vould be able to concentrate their 
entire military efforts solely on the Far East, where Japan would be isolated 
and surrounded, they ‘rould somewow be in desperate need of military assistance 
from the Sovict Unicon. So great vould that need be that they agreed to 
revard Stalin by depriving their "»lly" China of her rights in Manchuria by 
turning over to tho Soviet Union former Tsarist privileges in that territory; 
by letting him occupy Northern Korea and by turning over Southern Sakhalin 
and the Kurile Islands. It is significant that tho imperialist 
puppet, Chiang Kai-shek did not protest at the partitioning of supposedly 
soveriven Chinese territory. 


Why trere these concessions made, seemingly without purpose, by the 
imperialists? The only reason vas to lay the ideological basts for a war to 
wipe out "Communist expansion", as "e have beon pointing out in our publica~ 
Wal (oyaie 


Stalin's crime in taking the territories has made possible the entire war 
crisis todaye 


The following section of the Yalta agreement is self. oxplanatory: 


"AGREG{SNT REGARDING JAPAN 
"The leaders of the three grext powors-the Sovict Union, the United 
States of America and vreat Britain- havo agreod that in t7o or three 
months after Garmany has surrendered and the war in Europe has terminated, 


~ os 


the Soviet Union shall enter into the war against Japan on the side of 
the Allies on condition that ; 

i. The status quo in Onter ‘ongolia (the ‘ongolian People's Re- 
puclic) shall be preserved; 

e. The former rights of Russia viélated oy the treacherous attack 
of Japan in 1904 shill be restored, vize: 

(2) The southern part of Sakhalin as vell as the islands adjacent 
to it shall be returned to the Soviet Union; 

(0) The commercial port of Dairen shall be internationalized, the 
preecminent interests of the Soviet Union in this port being safeguarded, 
qad the lease of Port Arthur as a naval base of the U.S.S.R. restored; 

(c) The Chinese—Eastern Railroad, and the South. lanchurian Rail- 
rond, which provide an outlet to Dairen, shall be jointly operated by 
the estaclishment of a joint Soviet-Chinese company, it being understood 
that the pre-eminent interests of the Soviet Union shall be safeguraded 
nnd that Chinn shall retein full sovereignty in Manchuria; 

Se The Kurile Islands sh2ll be handed over to the Soviet Union." 
(Reprint of Yalta Agreement, New York Times, March 25, 1947) 


--Goorge Marlen 
Merch 1947 


2=  _ STALINaIMPERIALIST INTERVENTION Ii) HUNGARY 


Since on election in Hungary in November, 1945, during which the Stalin 
party polled only a small minority of votes, the anti-Russian campaign organ- 
ized by the inperi-lists has included events in Hungary. Initially, the 
imperi lists pointed ovt that the elections which gave a large majority to 
the bourgeois Small-Holders party vere nuliified by Stalin's machinations in 
that countrys 


"Red Control of Hungary Firm Despite Bad Shoving in Elections." 
(The hew York Times, April 24, 1946.) 


A fev months later, in July, 1946, the imperisnlists charged thit Stalin was 
ruining the Hungsrian economy by removing food and stripping essential indus- 
trial equipment. 


Recently, on March 6,1947,the American rulers sent an official note to 
Stalin ch-rging Russian interference in Hungary, specifically citing arrests 
oftseme bourgeois politicians to substantirte the accusation. A demand was 
made for a probe of Hungnrian affairs and a leading organ of the American 
bourgeoisie editorinlized ominously: 


"Hungary is the proof of how the people's vill crn be nullified. Until 
the United Natioas is strong enovgh to compel rll its members to obey its 
laws, the United States as the most poverful democracy cannot, as Mre 
Truman declared, allow violatious of the Charter 'by such methods as 
coercion or such subterfuges 2s political infiltration.'" (The New York 
Times, March 14, 1947) 


-6— 


By citing Truman's words defending American intervention in Greece and 
Tur'cy, the crpitalist proprgandists made an almost open demand for similar 
direct intervention in Hungary. Such intervention is obviously only a matter 
of time, 


The Stalin clicgue replied to the American note by accusing the imper- 
ialists of "rude interference" and claivcd that some memberssof the Small- 
Holders party had been crught plotting in an "anti-Republican conspiracy" 
and therefore ruled out any investigation in collaboration “ith the imper- 
ialists. The Stalin spokesman did not botner,of course, to make clear why 
the Buell-Holders party -teaders should be plotting agsinst » government in 
which they themselves presumably held the ajority? 


A second note from the American bourgeoisie on March 17, 1947, rétortéd 
that "It seems clear to the United States Government that minority groups 
under the leadership of the Hungarian Communist Farty are attempting to seize 
pover through resort to extra-constitutional tactics." <A day later the Stalin 
ecne agein rejected the damand for an investigation and there thematter stands 
at this vriting. 


A key point which the Strlin crow is unable to counter in the imperialist 

diplomatic cxmpnign is the reference to the Yalta declarxtion which the 

imp rinlists use. The Yalta declaration promised "free elections" and the . 
imperinlists can claim that as signatories of that declaration, and as partic-— 
ipants in the Allied Control Commidsion for Hungary, they are responsible for 
sccing that the Yalta pledges are carried out. This point vas nade an import- 
ant feature in the American diplomatic notes. Naturally, the Inporialist 
rulers knev.full vell from the beginning what.policy, Stalin vould follow, in 
his occupied sphere. They had vitnessed"elections" in Russia and had seen 

hoy those frauds were palmed off by the Stalin cligne as "free elections. 
But interestingly, during the period of 1943 to 1945, then the imperialists 
were encouraging Stalin's expansion in Europe and Asia via secret agreements, 
they actually pretended to believe in Stalin's "democratic" assurances. 

During a StalinsChurchill conference in iosco7, the capitalist writers gave 
the impetinlist diplomatic line at thot time as follovs; 


"The fact is that the British have reached a point where they are 
willing to see Rumania, Bulgaria and even Hungary and Yugoslavia brought 
within the Russian security system along “ith Czechoslavia and Poland. They 

taxe at face vrlue Russian Forcign Comiissar Vyachesloff M. Molotoff's 
assurance to Rumania list June that the Russinns had no desire to comm 
unizc the country, and they sympathize vith Russia's desire to cushion 
her orm frontier." (The Nev York Times, October 15,1944. } 


Of course, the present Amcricon prot:sts about the Stalin activities in 
Hungary are echoed by the British imperialists. The hypocrisy and double- 
decling is self evident. Since the imperinlists knev vell in 1944 that the 
Nazi army vas near climination and that Germany vould necessarily by occupied 
by the "ilies", against vhom vas Stalin supposed to be cushioning his frontier? 


The imperinlists are not coneernod one whit “ith "free clections" nor do 
thoy practice such 2 policy themselves. Thay vere and are perfectly aware of 
the fact that Stalin,too, cxnnot rbide by such a method of rule. What the 
impcrinlists vanted by inserting such phrasos as "free elections" into the 


as 


agrcements covering Stalin's oxpnnsion vrs 1 weapon to blacken Stalin later 
before the masses as a necessary idsological prerequisite for a military 
assnult. Through these agreements the imperinlists have a "legal" basis 

and a strong talking point vith the misses to justify intorvention in the 
Balkans end other parts of Europe vhere Stalin is in control. To suceced in 
this campaign, paradoxically, the imperialists first needed Stalin's expan- 
Sion and this was secured during the so-called "appeasement" period from 
Icheran to Yaltae At that time the imperialists clai-ed sympathy with Stalin's 
desire to "cusKion" his frontier. Now thoy are raising a hovl at what they 
seemingly supported beforo and base their anti-Soviet campaign around the 

ery that Stalin is 4 violator of agreements and an "expanding power" theroby 
throntening the peace of the world. ‘The criminality of the Stalin clique 

has provided the greatest assistance tothe imverialist schome for the whipping 
up of s war psychology against the Soviet Union. If the Stalin force remains 
unexposed before the vanguard workers ‘hich they dominate, the success of the 
Wpearivlist plan is assured since the Stalin opportunism 7ill continue. Only 
tau light of revolutionary exposure can expose both the Stalin and imperialist 
¢ 198 whose policies are loading inescapably to 2 terrible climax. 


SS Ae Burke 
March 1947 


Se THE TROTSKYITES AND INDO CHINA 


The Trotskyites nave been voicing loud protests about the supression of 
tho Inde Chineso masses by the French imperialists. Labor Action of January 
27,1947 reportcd a demonstration, to be held by the Workers party ‘7ith some * 
Vict Namese before the French Consulate in Nev York City, against the brutal 
impurialist policies of the French government in Indo China. Posters “ere 
put up in the “Vorkers Party headquarters in Nev York condemning these policios. 
Similer protests cgninst the brutal supression can be found in The Militant, 
orgin of the Socialist Workers Party. 


All this outcry vould lead a vorkxer {and a Viet Namese in the demonstrat- 
ion) to velicve that the Trotsky leaders are actually fighting the brutal 
policics of the French bourgeoisie. <A glance at the line the Trotsky leaders 
advocate for tho French workers, hovever, ill show that tho “revolutionary 
Marxist" concept of these lenders is support to the very people ~ho are making 
possible the French policies in Indo Chinn, actions which the Cannons and 

Shachtmans claim to condem. The majority of the present French government 
consists of Socialists and Stalinists. These forces are making the supression 
of the Indo Chinese masses possible through their political collaboration with 
French imperialism. The touchstons of the real Trotsky line, therefore, is 
their relation to these opportunist forces which are facilitating the impertalict 
iclist policy of death end terror in Indo China. Hchoing ThoMilitant, orgin 
of the Cannon Trotskyites, the Vorkors Party leadership stands on the 
following position on France; 


"no other central slogan is possible for the revolutionary ‘farxists, 
nnd none corresponds better to the necds of the situation than: a 
zovernment of the Socixrlist Party- Stalinist Party-Confaderation 
Genorale du Travaile." (iditorial in Labor Action, January 28,1946) 


: Sy a See 
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The reader vill observe the date of the above quotation; January, 1946, 
or more than a year ago. ince that time the Social Democrats and Stalinists 
in France have vorked ith might and main to prop up the French bourgeoisie. 
They have disrupted strike actions and have voted military credits to insure 
the pover of French imperinlism. The Stalinists have orgrnized brutal gang- 
ster attacks to stifle opponent workers, including Trotskyite vorkers. Recen— 
tly, the Social Democratic and Stalinist opportunists added xinother black page 
to their long series of betrayals by approving the dispatching of troops to 
Indo Chinae 


The link between the imperizlist attrocities in Indo China and the 
political policies of the Soeial Democrats and Stalinists is patente The 
Trotskyites have been confronted vith 4 meuntrin of evidence proving the 
danger to the masses stemming from these reactionary forces. Evaluating the 
period since the formulation of the slogan for 4 CP-SP governmont in France, 
‘ax Schachtman presents the folloving conclusion: 


“To us it scems that the subsequent developments in France have 
served to confirm this analysis, and to dispel the by no means un. 
justified doubt expressed by many of the opponents of the slogan in 
our partys" (The Now International, March, 1947, p.72) 


The Trotskyite verbiage against the French imperialist terror in Inde~ 
China is the shadow. The support the Cannons and Schachtmans give to the 
Stalinists and Socialists, who are carrying out this bloody policy is the 
sudstance of the Trotskyite line. 


A, James 
March 1947 


de THE MYTH OF A FRES PRESS 


A good indication of the political line of the Workers Party is ist 
recent proposal that the CIO Industrial Council and the AFL Centril Labor 
Union, of Philrdelphia, take over the struck newspaper , Tho Philadelphia 
Record. "This! the Vorkers Party states, “vould be a free press because it 
vould be » people's presse" That, the Workers Party further states, ould 
be a great blow struck by the labor movement against capitrlism. (Labor 
Action, Fobruary 10,1947, pl) 


The heads of the CIO Industrial Councils and of the AFL Central Unions 
throughout the country, and the Greens 2nd the iMwrrays at the heads of the 
parent organizations, have been faithfully serving the interests of the 
bourgeoisie politically .nd economically for years, as the Vorkors Party leader-— 
ship, is well avzare. Can there bo ny doubt in the minds of thes® leaders as 
to tho policics these labor henchmen of the capitalist class will carry out in 
a paper run by them? 


(continued on page 11) 
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* THE NATURAL HISTORY OF A LIE * 


BS DIS INAS a Ce Bente sie 2 DK AR oh kK oe He oi af ae 3K 


In the November, 1946, issue of International News, publication of 
the hovolutionnry Norkers Loague, thers aprsars tho following on peze four: 


“In our ranks Ins boon manifested two revisionist tendencies-seemingly 

opposites, but in reality two sides of the same political demoralization 

Ba deck cf faith in tho revolution. On the one hand a Marlonist study- 
ircle tendency developed, which enlled for no work in the class struggle 


ve Chas ear od ts but study and polemics agninst opponent groups, par- 
ticularly Stalinism." 


Tho K.W.L. organ spoaks of a "Marlenist study-circle tendency." Ob- 
yiously the h.W.L. leaders aro hears sttacking the iders of the Hardon- 
Wilcox tendovey which eo pe ale developed within the K.W,L. and ultimatoly 
joined hends with the “lorkers Leaguc for a Revolutionary Party. Is it 
true that the Hardon Wilcox tendency advoented "no work in the class strug- 
ele tin this period!" as the Interne tional News asserts? If this be true, 
taen the accusations Of poe, political demornlization and lack of 
faith in tho revolution are justified. However, ifthe statements on the 
ierden-Wilcox oriontation eo by the k.W.L. are not true, then we are 
declins wich 8 esse oF slander. 


A thorough search of every document ever put out by Harden-Wilcox 
when they aor in the R.V.L. and since thoir-joining the W.L.k.P. yields 
nothing that would even remotely r«sembl advocacy of the line imputed to 
them by the K.".b. writers. Wo are forced to the conclusion thet this al- 
leged line of no work in the class strucels in this period originated in 
the imegination of the suthors of Intarnntional News. Porticularly illumi- 
nating of the methods of Okun and Co. In this connection is the placing of 
quot»tion marks around the nhras> “in this period" in the original citations 
This gives the unw-ry resder the imoression thet the K.W.L. leaders are 
actually citing from documents, I,do.not propose; to. leave this icheap 
trick unexposed... Inno document.of ours do:sythis phras: emrpoar in any 
such context. 
The ebstract > “in this period" ean be found in anybody's wri- 
tings and thet includes Marx, ‘tngels, Lonin, Stalin, and anyone slse who 
ever produced docu of any ake Tho k.V,L. mothod is to subtly in- 
jeet quotation ae arovnd this phrases to give an authentic looking ap- 
pearance to their distortions of our lin? 2s a whole. 
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But we shall not limit ourselves to simply pitting our assortions a- 
rainst those of our opponents. “Te will do what the International News 
significantly did not do; =nd that is to substantiato our statements ts by 
reference to the actuel documents in question. 


As far back os January ¢, 1945 2 letter wis sont out to the membrr- 
ship of tho R.W.L. by Okun, Acting National Secretary of that organization, 
and was reprodveed in full in the Merch-April 4946 issue of The Bulletin. 
Sismificantly, in point four of that Okun letter’, the very same accusation 
wis levelled on our orientation in tho form of a parnphrase of our theses: 


"Thet wo mist have an tadvanend workers'' orientation. FIRST we con- 
centrate or wirning over advanced workers in the various political groups 


and wo polomize agrinst thom (varticulerly Stalinism, which is the foun- 
= Rees 5 = s t 
toinhead of onportunism): «nd THSY wo will do work in the class struggle. 


Just a few days before this, whils still a momber of the Central 
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Committos of the k.W.L., and in fact its Nations] Organizational Secretary, 

I bad submitted to the plemim a document of the then Leninist Leaguc, now 
Workers Longue for a RKovolutionary Party, 2s cxpressing my views on orisn- 
tation, This documont* pointed out that revolutionary participation cin whe 
clase ¢rugelo in this period monnt working to win over the vanguard workers 
from their°orzsont mislerders end to organiz-> them into 2 revolutionary 
perty. In short, the essence of tha differences which became crystallized 
between Harden and tho k.".L. leadership revolved around the tasks neccs- 
sitntad-by 'r*volutionsry participrtion in°-the class strugele. On’the ovher 
hand, Okun -and Co. try to put across the view thet they were for partici- 
petion in tho class struggle wherons the Lenirist League wns against. Every- 
crn preticipntes in the class strugglo in a society marked by class divisions. 
Thora is no such lins, objectively, as non-participntion in the class strug= 
ples; ths: point int issue was and is-‘under whit line shall this partici- 
potion be governcd. The k.V.L. turns its back on the inislod workers fol- 
lowing the op;ortunists by orienting itself towird those workers who still 
havo not orckeon with cerpitalism subjectively. 


Okun and Co. spread the illusion that they"fight” onportinism as eyport 
of@thnair general ‘strugele against capitalism*as a whole, and that 10 is 
esuitnlism which is the main enemy. Tho views advaneed by Harden~Wilcox 


woro that tne historical onomy, capitalism, is protected by the oprortunists 
who operato within the working class to prevent any real struggle against 
the capitalist system. Without destroying the vowor of the opportunists, 
there cen bo no real fight to overthrow cspitetism, The’ main bulk of those 
workors who are alresdy subjectively “nti-cwnitelist, the vinguord workers 
todiy, *r2 under the centrol of oprortunism. The backward workers can not 
leap. over the hoad of the vanguard; it is the vanguard workrs who determine 
the political direction of the working clsss as “whole. The first stop 

in destroyin: the cepitalist system sust be the winning of the vanguard 
wor:crs to the correct policy and ths smashing of oprortunisme 


The lesson of China, Gormmany, Srnin, Frenco, ote. is, that wherever 
the workers iove on masse to revolution, they flock to that force which they 
idertiry whth rovolution. Thet fores was tho Stalinist system and it is 
this systom vweich today stands more strongly entrenchod thin ever in its 
history. “Irn France today, to tokec but ons example, the problem is not as 
the lsieb. wouldtirore Tt, coctxpl< iy the evils af capitalism, hrs rather 
as wo see it, to win ovor the millions of workors already anti-capitalist 
in idvology to + Morxvist nolicy. .Unliss this i8 dono, the opportunists in 
eomtrol of thi vaneuard workers in Francs willikoop the workers tind to-the 
fPronen diieri lists. .Y i9 such an orisntntion which.Okun Grands as nan 
particip’ tion in “thy ele'sis sstrugele. 


On Februrry 28,°1945; “while still a member of the R.wvW.i., I anddrassed 
a. lettor to the Political Committzn of thet organization in which, among 
many othor taings, I took un this narviculnr question of orientation. After 
ropeating the Okun paravhrsse of whst he termed my line, end which we cited 
nbove, I wrote as follows: 


'" Repl y 

A. Falsifieation. "THEN ws will do work in the class struggzle.' Nowhere 
hnvs I said this. On the contrary I have stressed that the only renl 
work inthe clsss “strusslo-Lor Marxists@ At the present time, “with 

the pr«sont reletion of foreos, is connzetod With an advanced workers! 
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ihe lett not pera y 28, 1945 on this point shows that as for back 
8S Ghet ime 5 a» Tnte 5 “¥ 
as thet vine the writers of the Internationel News knew what my real views 
Wor Of Orientation. 
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The membership of the NT, should consider this whole matter very core- 
ie It is one thing to conduct 1 strusglo against the real views of a 
? reLealronponsant. "It is Quite another thing to be fully infcermed of the 
row noeieton of an opponint ond yest concoct out of shaor imagination a poe 
Sivlon on opponent doos not hold and contirually try to otteack hin, by 
Striking st the invented position 


Ye of the “WL.R.P. will publish and reply to any document of the R.W.L. 
enall on the renk and file of the R.wW.L. to demand that their leaders in 


urn adopt the seme attitude snd publish and discuss all the pertinont docu- 
monts on tho disputed quastions. 


Dba gl 
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Thormas F, Harden 
March 947. 


(Continued from pare 8) 
the pePrORRLEDE "free state” or "the public", the phrase "free 


designed to conceal the class cleavage in ey Eeke and Eoue poli- 
tical essence of the Raters Eresse pee is a bourgeois press- Fascist, 
Conservative, Liberal; there a 


5 is the pete; bourgeois press So by 
Sceinl Democratic publications; there is the Stalinist press of the Soviet 
Union,. the Comintern and their satellites and critical" LT Ae eS and 


& 


capitalist 


i 
BSS Ss Cues CYAOS Union. Cress pr 
7 3 
t a "free" press. 


v 
=) elther tro etalinist, or 
directly and indirectly. Bu as 


Shere Te ronsuch Lhaqe 


Reccerd by the CIO and the AFL 

ts toa beurgeois-labor publication 
and nothing more. [at a worker ry "to put material into a newspaper con- 
troiled by the Greens ard Murrays, material which will really expose their 
line of class collaborntion end soll-out, and he will very shortly see how 
fres tHSiregercsss,18.~ 


from & 


tin Yorkers Party of a "free" press controlled by labor 
en exccliant exumple of the support this organization gives to 

el out the workers in the trade unions, and is a 

fe) 


2 . ! 7 Ah 
~ the onportunist essenes behind its mass work. 


AS James 
March 1947 
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THE WORK OF CANNON AMD SPACHTMAN 
IN THE TRADE tle 4s 


PART VII- TREACHERY Il T.i8 COAL FISLDS 


LWVIS!' BUROCRATIC BACKGROUND 
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During the period of the war situati a from 1941 to 1945 the American 
trade union workers stirred against the pe Licy of the wage freeze which in- 
tensified the effects of the continual rite in the cost of living. In the 
coal fields a steady deterioration in living conditions aroused the miners 
ageinst the no-strike pledge thet had beer foisted on them and against the 
Wall Street War Labor Beard. The developing strike sentiment in the mine 
fields erme to-a head in 1943 and threatey ed to smash the authority of the 
WebeS.e, suguring os death blow to the noestrike pledge which the labor buroe- 
cracy was using as a club in the interests: of the bosses. Many militant 
trode union workers looked hopefully to tie coal fields. It was felt that 


here a spark would be ignited and an explosion set off to blast the no strike 


pledge out of existence. The key factor «n this turbulent situation was the 
leadership of the United ifine Workers Union, concentrated in the hands ‘Ole 


dohr L. Lewis, This leadershir spoke in ihe. name of the miners and claimed 

to represent their interests, Sines the “eadership of tho U.M.W. was placed 
in the forsfront in the subsequent mine ci isis, the character of every po= . 

litical tendency in the working class can be evaluated from the position it 

adopt3d on Lewis and his policy. 


In previous sections of this series w» nave already dealt with the 
role of Lewis in some detail but mainly in connection with the C.1.0. Lewis’ 
onerous role in the mine fields specifically was,an open and shut case, al- 
thourh many of the mirers were unmware of this fact. A brief sketch of the 
highlights of Lewis' trade union carser is the necessary basis for a scien- 
tific understanding of the events under discussion and will also indicate 
just what was confronting the sesthing miners. 


Samucl Gompers, loyal agent of -iall Street within the unions, spotted 
the vo and coming Lewis and in 1911 opened the door-to him in the restricted 
A.feise tOM circle, when Lewis was appointed field and legislative represen- 
tative of the class collaborationist A.F,L. After unstinting service te 
capitalism in this capacity, Lewis was rewarded with the first vico-presi- 
dency of the U.M.W7, In 1919 he betrayed the first major post-war strike of 
the minors with the dictum that "you cannot fight the government." In that 
period, although the miners were in a strategically favorable position from 
a trade union point of view to win their demands, Lewis instead of holding 
a rofercendum, arrogantly ordered the workers to return and didn’t even bo- 
ther to announce the terms under which the miners were to resume work, In 
1620 he elbowed his way into the presidency of the union in a vote conducted 
through the mails and counted by frierds at headquarters. 


Whon a section of the miners went out on strike in Kansas to protest a 
state law instituting compulsory arbitration, Lewis "outlawed" the strike and 
without a trial expelled these miners from the union, leaving them helpless 
prey to the vultures owning the mines. In the large scate mine strike of 
1922 to resist wage cuts, he struck up a bergain with the bosses in Western 
Kentucky on the first day, ordering a resumption of work in return for an 
agreemont extending the old terms until the\following year. <A few days later 
he signed two yoar contracts for south-onstern Kentucky and Tennossoa. Having 
divided the sclid ranks of the miners by those separate agreements for a 
section of the miners, Lewis then found it a simple matter to break up, the 
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rest of tho strike. He also estnblished the pore of soparating the bitu- 


of 
minous and enthracit: miners, a division which wealcons the organized resis- 
tanco of tho miners to this dry. 


hae has nover sought to conceal his pro~ -copitalist outlook and in his 

= mm ’ 

book Tho Minors Fight for American Standards" openly defended the perpetuation 
of the capitalist systm of wage Slavery. 


At th U.M.W, convontions Lewis consistently refused the floor to op- 
ponorts or over=ruled resolutions ho did not likc and organized the terrori- 
Za¢1on of opnesitionists, Opronent miners were first beaton up by; Lewis! 
+). ,;cee cy. a 4-1 a 4 - 3 i 
thugs and then kicked out on trumped up charges. Charters wers rovoked to 


Mav 


sur.sh robsllious loenls and ballots were stolen to nogate referendums. While 
ee 


che oxploited minars were starving as 1 result of the sell-out agrsemonts, 
sowis voted himself fabulous salsriss and by this systematic looting of the 
traaury established himself in palatinl splendor. His class consciousness 
i¢ Shown in his hob-nobbing with top bantors and capitalists who form his 
ecossd circle of frionds and confoderates. 


po Linesotrikeot. Jannary L943. 
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erpdarevary 1Lo4dy-an acute formant porvaded. the: coat fields, The exishing 
sortract which Lewis had "nesotinted" wes due to oxpire in April 1943, How- 
hots Th mms “S. Weressurroring, terribly undor tho pressure! of rising diving 
osts andsfeltethet thoy could not weit for the oxpiration date of the con- 
rece to-arerove their “miserable conditions, In addition, the anthracite 
MINGSSeresanuedoay Titty cent duos inecresss foisted on aoe by a pro-Lowis, 

] j-picked conventions As 2 result of thess grievances against the owners 
ndethe unienwianders, the miners bogen to liave the-pits jin oo spontancous 
strikes sov7isrart in January 1943 . the protest against the unjustified 
And betLi on eonuract: : 


Ks 
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auw3S Thoresse wath the damand for 


"Called in Protest against sm incrouse of 50 cents a month in dues col- 
ths iheck-ofr, "the swalkout 2ctem involved (abso a demandyiforn a 
whe incronse of 32 a day." (The New York Times, Jan. 14, 1943) 


The War Labor Board ordered an immediate return to work and threatened 
reprisals egainst the miners. But the minors wor? adamant and ignored the 
ordors end throsts of “thisvboss cgency. The action. of the minors created “a 
crisis for the bosses sinec it thronterod the prestige and authority of the 
-cvrarmmeorntel striko-brenking machinery. At this point, Lowis stepped into 
bho brosech and denounced the strike. Lowis openly sided with the strike- 
brsaiing ordors of the 4.L.3.: 
to, Lowis has assured the “LB and Chnirmen Truman by letter that he is 
ng possible! to ond the work stoppage, it was learned at 


1 
a : 's \ 
Jom headquertire.” (Tha Mow York Times, Jan.-15, 1945) 


the miners! 1 
Vale Sak fa ey Py 4 
The GU Cos Reee aves evidenced a iets concern for the prsser- 
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aueciona one  livowrpaes ecu) rity over-Uhs miens and praised his labor states- 
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Tae minows wore in s militant mood and resisted the back to work orders 
of both *hetis and the W.L.8. Lowis, therefore, had to do some fast talking 
tc. sOnGensLAGimEner st aa leas against him and build up some confidence in 


His lok@orubin. 1 Accordingly, she "pretmded thet if tho miners would get back 
Some pits, tha hand i tho UM? londorship would bo strengthened in the forth- 
Vv daw Bi a pik per 


+ Sr ote ates t p ra Cc Gaara ce on 
coming) "negotistions for a bettor contract « 
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"T> stand by the agreement, (the then existing contract-A.B.) said Mr. 
Lewis, would mean that the ‘anthr acite negotiations which open in March 
would put the union spokesmen in a better position to negotiate a more 
satisfactory agreement." (The New York Times, Jan. 16, 1943) 


In official tes timony at 2 /,U.B. hearing Lewis definitely promised the 
miners a “whclesome increase" in wages but insisted that the precondition for 


any increase was the ending of the strike. 


On January 19, 1943, Roosevelt issued an official presidential back-to- 
work ultimatum and warned the miners of dire consequonees if they continued 
their strizxe., The Lewis leadership supriemented Roosevelt's order by threat- 
ening the striking miners who refused to terminate the strike with immediate 
expulsion from the union. Overwhelmed by the imposing line up of forces a- 
gainst thes, the miners reluctantly ended their twenty-four day strike. Re- 
cosniging that tho atmosphere romained explosive, the bosses wore corstrained 
to admit that they had won a very tenuous victory and that all ‘the elemonts 
for a strike romeined intact: 


"Tho side issues, popular resentment against John L. Lewis, President of 

the U.M.V.A. and a i day increase in wages, also remained, possibly to 

plagus the srmistiec achieved only under Presidential decree and throats 

fromshi gh officials in the union." (tho Now York Times, Jan. 22, 1943) , 

The collusion betwe3n Lewis and tha VeL.B. was 50 clear to any traincd 

political oyerns tovadmit of so ambiguity. i) Since we are dealing in ithisuse> 
rics witietienwork of Che Tretskymickderns: imethe witonsesif is necessary to sea 
whether they knew about Lewist role at the very inception of the mine crisis 
in 1945, A glance through the pages of the Trotsky press shows that tho 
Cannon leodorship was fully aware of Lowis' collaboration with the W.L.B. in 
forcing the miners back to work: 


ie ee War Labor Board hearing on Jan. 15, John L.eLewis, UMY President, 
cined with the Board in domanding ths werkers! return to work.” (The 
ie Janer2s, 01943) 


én understanding of tha basic unbreakable connection between Lewis and 
the cagitalists must serve as tho cornerstone for any analysis of the mo- 
montous ovonts in the coal fliceids which followed in th spring of the samo 
yerr and the position of the Trotsky lontership in relation te the workers, 
Grid ius ens hivetonce , toward the Sainors. 


The Brupsion of the Mine’ Crisissin March 1943, 


ea ee i eS fe eee ae em et rem eH A ee em betwee een fee meee cheno 


As has been indicated both the bosses and Lowis knew that an ominous 
strize situation was browing in the conl fislds and that unless the miners 
secure’ a conercte improvement in their conditions, they would teke the ex= 
piretion date ef the soft coal contract on March 31, 1943 os a strike signal, 
Consequently the hosses and Lowis prepnred to frustrate this strike fermant 
and preserve the no-: Pellicer a Sem we 


To dispol tne discontsont of tho miner ausod by the dues increase, Lewis 
devised a tcchrique to sanpeor anti-boss ana gnin the confidence of the miners. 
He loudly criticizod the Little Stel formu, enstigatzd the Wall Strest 
sharks on tho striko-breaking “LB, shouted that tho miners were hungry, pre- 
sentod pages of stotitties to prove it, and swore that he would reject any 

Settlement vhich did not fairly adjust the grievanees of the miners. On 
Merch 10, 1945 Lowis ruisod some “domands" to ester to the boiling feelings 
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of the minors. These domoends wore quite “modest” as Lewis himself admitted 


but the miners wero ready for a fight to the finish and left no possibls 
doubt on this score. 


In the mine contract "parlcys" the owners did not hesitate to reject 
the medost Lewis demonds outrisht. It was well-known to thom through years 
of oxporionce that Lewis used demands only os a faco-saver and that he was 
roally uneoncerned about the starving miners whose interests he vocifcrously 
claime?t to chempion.. The boss strategy was to pass the buck to the “LB 
(which hed to approves contracts at that time) because they know that referral 
of tho issua to the strikeo-bronking WLUB moant a rejoction of the demands 
Sinco tho WB was officially committed ty prosorving thy 15% Little Steel 
SOrmula ¢ 


In January 1943 a renl crisis existed due to the actual rank-and-file 
Strixo in the coal fields. At that moment, Lewis’ hand was called and to 
crush the strike, he had to como out openly on the side of the bosses and 
thoair “LB to onder the mon back to work. In March 1943, however, there was 
no ammedinte strike erisis.e. The whole matter was still in the discussion 
stage. Therat Fors, to quict ths minors “ie dispel their discontent to some 
extent, Lewis “reversed himself" and now loudly criticized tho WLB, refusod 
to appear at any of the Board's honrings on the mine contract and in general 
& of anti-boss noise. Those verbal gostures cost Lewis nothing 
fooled =any of the workers which is what Lewis honod to do. The 
.s& press added its particular dose of ehloroforn by identifying Lewis 
mjitant miners, protending that ho was putting up a real struggle. 
a Kena nes in the c*pitalist press in.those days.were: 


A. 
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"LETS Hed £0 US Fk MINING PARC SYS (The New York Times, March 11, 1943) 
"LWUTS CHALL PERS 'NO-STeTKS! PLEDGES." (Tho New York Times, March 27, 1943) 


G wes Sorsaming headlines lile the above and stories im this vein which 
strengthened Lewis' dumagogy among the minors. As a result of this propa- 
ganda and similor storiss pouting forth from the Stalin mill, Lewis became 
ganorally acecvted among many militant workers as a genuine opponent to the 
no-striko class colleborstionist mechanism of the Wall Street gang. 
Manifestly, this was ti poriod when it becnme more than ever incumbent for 
revolutionary Marxists to expose Levis as a strike-breaker in disguiss 
end clear up the minsrs who wers misled on the nature of this dangerous 


snemy wishin their midst. 


Did the Trotsky leaders know that Lewis wos really 100 percent behind 
the no-strikxs pledge ond ons of the key particpants in stringing this noose 
around the neck of the Amorican workers? Cannon and his colleagues demon- 
stretcd their knowledge of Lowis' real pel Licy on more than one oceasian 
and ever published the latter's orm remarks in which he bos.sted of his in- 
fluones in foisting the no-strike agrsouent on the trade unions: 


"ttn the wer lebor conferenes in Washinton in Decembor last, I was one of 
those roorascntabives of labor who voted to accapt that contract betwoen 
government, industry, and isbor which called for the eliminatiorr 6f work 
stoppages throughout the counerys on the basis of the government setting 
up An agency wiich would give judicial determination to the ills and 
grievances of the worknrs “of this country. I wos.glad.to do so. I was 
pled to make that personel contribution as an official ropresentative of 
one membership. I like to believe: that my presence in that meeting was 
I 


rt 
1olpful.'" (The Militant, June 13, 1942. p. 2) 


From this citation it is plain that Lewis’ strike-breaking role was no secret 
to the Cannon leadershin many months before the mine crisis came to a head in 
1943, We have already shown that Cannon and Co. knew that in the January 
1943 strike Lewis worked together with the WLB in breaking up that struggle. 
But how did the SWP leadership behave when the crisis was coming to a head in 
Merch 1943? This was the stratecie moment in the brewing strike situation 
Onda Le eror just at oars cruciey point Unt Carnan ea, 1.) ) 1 e. Lane. oar « 
roving the “boss prss* ¢rd irs Daily Jorlcor that Lewis was a threat to the 
no=strike pledze: i al 


"The capitalist class is well aware that Lewis ard the miners now con- 
stitute a threat to the entire governmental mediation machinery which is 
designed to keep the workers in the chains of no-strike agreements while 
the war costs are loaded upon their shoulders." (The Militant, March 20, 
1943 p. 2) 


The truth of the matter was that neither Lewis nor the miners who were 
shackled by Lewist machine, were a threat to the government policies. An-= 
pearing before a congressional committee, Lewis publicly told of his definite 
attachment to the scheme of Government Labor Boards and hearkened back to 
the old strike-breaking Labor Board under the Wilson machine as a shining 
exemple to follow, Soon after this statement, Lewis called off the scheduled 
strike and peed to an extension of the stale fraud of "negotiations" for 
thirty days, to May 1, 1943. 8 


In the face of Lewis' public testimony in favor of Labor Boards and his 
breeking of the scheduled strike, the Trotsky leadership had to backtrack 
for the moment on the portrait of Lewis as a "throat to the entire govern- 
mental mediation machinery" and to the no-strike pledge. Accordingly, the 
Se¥.P. orsen cane out with the “discovery” that Lewis was really not opposed 
to the government michinery after alls: 


"Despite the fact that the War Labor Board's policies and activities have 
made it necessary for the miners to denounce it and refuse to Submit to 
its jurisdiction, Lewis right now, in the midst of the present coal con- 
trovorsy, proposes the setting up of still another board. Apparently he 
does not break with the idea of labor being imprisoned in such bodies; 
but hos a quarre] morely with their personnel. He is only asking that 
these boards grant slightcr concessions to labor and especially to its 
Cpeicio loom. pi tne Wil Leant, -aprad ',. boss) 


Lewis not only generally supported the idea of class- collaborationist 
Labor Boards but had even helped promote tho one he was demagogically criti- 
cizing in March 1945. The Cannon leadership knew all about this significant 
aspect of Lewis' lines 


"It mast never bo forgotton that Lowis, like the CIO and AFL leaders, was 
one of the sponsors of tho prosent War Labor Boures (Toes) 


Cannon and Co. now self righteously proclaimed that the workers should 
nevor forget thet Lewis was one of the sponsors of the War Labor Board. The 
workers also should have been wirned ret to forget that Lewis was 100 percent 
behind the no-strilke pledge and was ono of the key particpants in that par- 
ticular conspirncy entered into by the labor fnakers and the aon ees But at 
the moment when it was vital to spread this knowledge, the S.”.P. leaders 
did everything possiblo to make the workers forget these pais by depicting 
Lowis a "threat" to tho no-strike pledge and to the government class-col- 
laborstion machinery. 
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The April "Negotiations" and the Strike Crisis on May 1, 1943 
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Tho April “negotiations” were » stnilling device for both Lewis and the 
S 


8 . The bosses naturally kept insisting that the case bo submitted to the 
Labor Board, Lewis, on his part, to keep in character with his assumed role 
as a militant, claimed that the VWLB had projudged the case of the miners and 
refused to sppear before that body. Early in April 1943, Kennedy, the sec- 
rotary=troasuror of the UMY resigned from the “LB to give emphasis to the 
Lewis pretense of fighting the WLR. Ones more a hue and ery was raised in the 
boss and Stalin press that Lewis wns working to dostroy the WLB and to breek 
up the no-strike pledge. On their part, the miners were solid for a strike 
and demanded that there be no further oxtonsions of the "negotiations" beyond 
may 1, 1943. Even the hostile caritnlist press had to acknowledge that the 
wicespresd sontiment in the coal fields wos for a strike: 


"smphsiging the growing crisis, it wis lecrned that local mine unions have 
bean tslegraphing to Mr. Lowis at his temporary headquarters ot the Hotel 
Roosovelt, urging him not to ogroe to any extension of the negotiations 
bayond May 1." (The New York Times, April 17, 1943) 


As "negotiations" stalled, the WLB formally stepped into the situation 
the latter part of April 1943. Miners began walking out of the pits in 


rotest, impatient with the fruitloss wage "parleys." The Lewis leadership 
ndicated its actual line when it refused to back these stoppages: 


"The prevailing opinion smong union leaders was that local units had'gone 
off half-cocked,' in anger over the stynied wage negotiations." (The New 
York Times, April 24, 1943) 


Tension mounted as more and more minors left the pits. As ths walk-outs 
axtended, the “LB told Lewis to take 2. more active hand to throttle the move- 
ert. The UkY spokesmen reassured the bosses and their agents in the govern- 
ment and anmouriced that the leadership was not cven taking a strike vote or 
making any kind of preparations for a strikes 

"tThe union is taking no strike vote and is making no strike preparations,' 
dcelnared K.G. Adams, editor of the United Mine Norkers Journal and press 
spokesman for Mr. Lowis." (The New York Times, April 26, 1943) 


' 
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In short, Lewis was ready for another extension of ‘negotiations.' 


But tho miners were not weiting for strikes votes or official notice by 
the leadership for a striks. As the "nogotiations" dragged to a close the 
strike movement in the conl fields reached a hish point in intensity. Rooso- 
volt officially "took over" the mines to intimidato the striking miners. But 
tho baek-to-work napnenis from the goverrment spokesmen and the thrent of troops 
did rot doter the militant miners, Tho herdlines in the capitalist press 
shoved the nervousnoss of the bourgeoisie beesuse of this ominous threat to 
thoir schomes: 


"SPRTKING MIF ORS HOLD FAST IN DEFIANCS OF “HITS HOUS#." (The New York Times, 
April 30, 1943) 

At this koy point the Lewis gang oneea:more acted to save the dey for the 
boss3s. On May 3, 1943 Lewis callously ignoring the will of the rank-end- 
file, echosd tha domands of the envitalists that the minors go back to work, 
Lewis pretend>d that the governnont was 1 "now omployer" with a good “labor 
record” end thet the miners necossnrily mist be pnrtient with this so-called 
nex employor. Lewis stated: 
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"'The mine workers rocognize that they have a now employer who has not 
yot had timo to appraiss the immediate problem facing the industry. It 
is our desire to cooperate with the goverrment and to rolisve the country 
from the confusion and stross of the existing situation.'" (Quoted in 

Tho Now York Times, May 3, 1943) 


Lowis himself had givon the lic to the above pretense about the govern- 
mont not having had timc to judge the problem in tho coal ficlds when he 
pointed out thot the official goverment agency, the WLB had long "pre judged” 
the cnso in favor of the bosses. Tho minors were deluded by Lewis' demagogy 
into believing that the bosses government was standing impartially by viewing 
ths situntion with an open mind. As a result they drifted back to work under 
a "truce" agre mont. 


Tho bosses were gleeful of Lewis! strike-breoaking order and were quite 
frank in admitting that the Lewis move was the key fncter in tho situation. 
Without Lewist intarvention, it was conceded, the efficial government threats 
would not have foreed the miners back to work: 


"Ho; much they (the minors-A.B.) might havo been influenced by President 
Rocsevelt had net a truce besm ronchad became an academic matter, but 
there were signs that he probably would not hnve swung much woight." (Ibid.) 


The Lewis betrayal clearly saved the coal barons from a very uncémfor- 
table situation and propped up the official pager iiss fake of “impartiality” 
and "fair dealing" in the class strugglc. Lewis"? exhortation to rely on the 
government to work out a solution in the coal crisis was a deliberate blow at 
the rank and file miners, 


How did the Cannon leaderthin act in this new crisis? We must remember 
that the Cannon pater, in self protection after Lewis had broken the sched- 
ulod strike set for April 1, 1943, had stated that Lewis was ono of the spon- 
sors of tho WLB and roted on April 3, 1943 that this fact should not be for- 
gotten. However, one week later, when the mine crisis sharpened the Cannon 
lecdership ones more dropped:all pretenses of opposition to Lewis and iden- 
tificd him with the militant minors whom he was selling out: 


“Workers who want to give their familios such a nourishing diet as well 
as dscont clo thing ‘and warm homes, are behind Jot L. Lewis and his fight- 
ine minoré in their ‘efforts to have soma of ‘ths huge profits 0: Of chee 
Ronde TiS given bas back to thé workers in the form of inoreased wages," 
(The Militant, Tortl 10, 1943 Original Emphasis) 


In this particular crisis ther? was no reversal by the S.V.P. leadership 
on their estimete of Lewis. Hnving loid the groundwork for all eut support 
to Lewis, they continued in this line even after their protagonist broke the 
developing strike with his back-to-wor order on May 3, 1943. Lewis in this 
move had set a 15 day “truce” with the ~overnment so as to fritter away the 
spirit of tha minors. Conconling again Lewist open strike-breaking, the S.W.P. 
londership still painted him es an honored lender of the American proletariat: 


"As for Leowis- despite his incorsistenoies and occasional failure to draw 
the proper conclusions, despits his orginizations .l isolation- he has emerged 
again as the outstsnding leader of the union movement, towering above the 
Greens and Murroys as though they were pypmaies, and ae rowon the support 
of a miners and the ranks of tho other unions." (The Militant, May 8, 
1943 
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What about Lewis' fraudulent promises which were never fulfilled? With 
a truly brazen disrerard for truth, the S.W.P, leaders blandly palmed off the 
Lewis sell-out as a victory for the miners: : 


"MINE WORK SKS YIN FIRST ROTND." (Headline, The Militant, May 8, 1943) 


One basic fact the Trotsky leaders made sure to keep out of the workers! 
consciousness: While the Lewis gang remains in control, any real gains for 
the miners are excluded, 

(~ 


The Crisis etween May 3, and May 18, 1943. 
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The Lewis May 3, 1943 "truce" with the government was to expire on May 
18. In Pennsylvania, however, some fines were levied against the miners for 
their previous spontsneous walk-out. In protest, many miners in that coal 
mining region laft the pits again. Once more the UMW leaders stepped in and 
forced the eroused miners back to works 


"Union chiefs acted to end the stornage." (The New York Times, May 8, 1943) 


Many of the militant miners instingtively rejected the illusion about the 
capitalist government boing « neutral party in the dispute, despite the Lewis 
demagogy to the contrary: 


"Government control of the mines seomed to make no difference tonight to 
the minors striking against fines for recent walkouts in bituminous fields." 
(The New York Times, May 9, 1943) 


But in the absence of a scientific understanding which can only be im- 
parted by a revolutionary leadeship, the miners were doomed to frustration. 
Manacled by the sell-out policies of the Lewis misleaders, the militant sen 
timents of the miners oculd find no healthy outlet, One thing in the situa- 
tion was crystal clear- that was the unbridgeable chasm between the strike 
foslings of the oppressed miners and the scab line of the Lewis crowd. On 
occasion, an inadvertent admission would leak out from the boss press, tes- 
tifying to this fact. One such occasion was the response of thé miners to 
the Lewis back-to-work ordor on May 3, 1943, Tho New York Times was constrained 
to acknowledge: 


"Coal Diggers Re-Enter Pits; Many with Apparent Reluctance." (Sub-head, 
May 4, 1943. My omphasis-A.B,) 


The divergence between the maod of the miners and the line of the Lewis 
gang was consistently distorted by the Trotsky leadership. On the one hand, 
th> Trotsky papor presented ovidenco showing that the minars wanted a strike. 
On tho other hind, Cannon and Co. only used this truth as a shield to put 


over 2 deftens: of Lewis' crimes against the miners: 


"Al1 the evidenee shows thet the minors! sentiments wore suiding Lewis and 
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that Lewis was not simply drageing thom about by their noses. (The Mili- 
tant, May 8, 1945) 


This was sheer fabrication, Were the miners! sentiments guiding Lewis 
ts roprated "truces" which prevented strikes? Did the feelings of the 
sys motivate Lewis! call for another “Yar Labor Board? Did the sentiments 
the miners euide Lewis in the behind-the-scones negotiations with the 
agents of Wall Strect's government? Can any honest worker, familiar with 
ths facts, deny that Lewis acted against the miners and for the mine owners? 


Tho Trotsky leaders were quite clear on the true story of Lewis. But in the 
Cannon brand of politics, truth has always been subordinated to burocratic 
considerations. 
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The Third Lewis "Truce 
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May 18, 1943 was the deadline set for a new contract by the terms of 

the "trues" nesotiated by Lowis with the sover:ment on May 3, As the May 
18 deadline anproached, tho atmosphere egain becams filled with strike talk. 
But as bofors, Lewis broke up tho threostening strike movement by announcing 
a now "trues" on Mav 18; this latest of the "truces" was to last until May 
51, 1943. As before many minors found the Lewis line hard to digest and 
tried to resist any extension of the “truces." The miners defied Lewis and 
wolkod out agains 

"Tho stonpagos wore in defiance of the oxtended truce order given by Presi- 

dent John L. Lowis off the U.M.W., ponding further negotiations for a new 

wage contract." (The Wew York Tim>s, May 20, 1943) 


However, the Lewis machine was able, although with some difficulty, to 
boac down this strike nevonent OIE 


it is worth noting, that right in tho midst of this crisisjchewss pe- 
titioned William Urcen and Co. forsa roturn of the U.M.W.. to the A.F.L. nt 
This move, like the "truees"” was conerived and executed behind the backs of 
he miners. As Lewis undoubtedly calculated, the surprises maneuver for 
bloc with Green and his ilk had a demoralizing effect on the miners. Mean- 
while, attention was diverted from tho immediate struggle against the coal 
bosses to the question of the manipulations with the A.F.L. leadership. 


Wiilo Lewis “was working in hie chsracteristic fashion»to stifle the 
striko movemont sround Mid-May 1943, the Cannon leadership was kept busy 
in ite solf-arpointed role of press agent for the Lowis mob. Whereas ‘many 
of the minors wers heroically trying-to’ rosist Lowis' third strike-breaking 
truce announced’ on May 16, The Militent declared with a straight face: 


"Loawis present policy and methods of struggle for a living wage are sup- 
ported by the UMY momborship to a min." (May 22, 1943. Editorial) 


The Lowis demagory with which he cloaked his selling out of the miners 
and which. unferturately dacsived many minors, was pictured by the Trotsky 
organ as “masterly conduct": 


"By his Spa al conduct of the miners! battle Lewis has won greater sup- 
port. from the minors than’ he has ever had during the past twenty years." 
(Ibid. n. 4) 


The key point here is the hymn of praise to Lewis' conduct. If it was 
a fact. that Lowis was consolidating his grip, then it was all the more vital 
to expose him beror? the rank-and-file. But the increasing revolts. against 
the Lowis "truo2s" showed that the Trotskyites were distorting even this 
phase of reality. 


The Outcome Ot Theron ari curs 
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Whon May 31, 1943 camo and passed with no new contract forthcoming, 
another striko wave swopt ths coal fields. On June 3, Roosevelt ordcred 
the minors to return to work by Juno 7, or faco the consequences of defying 
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the government. A day later, Lewis peremptorily ordred the miners to comply 

wi th the Roosevelt edict. Ina statement explaining this double-cross, Lewis 
a his time-servers forming the mine policy committee of the TMY the fol- 
OWN s 


"Notwithstanding these abusive tactics (of the “ILB-A.B.) the miners and 
their leaders, as patriotic Americans, place the law and the national in- 
terest above their own ungranted and long-deferred claims for justice and 
equitye'" (Quoted in The New York Times, June 8, 1943) 


By dint of some assiduous flag-waving, Lewis was able to stall for a 
little more time with the miners who were rrowing suspicious as to the ultimate 
ontcome of all tho "negotiations." Lewis set a new deadline for the contract, 
June 20, 1945, and the miners went back to work. By the time this deadline 
aprroached, the pent-un dissatisfaction of the miners began to oxpress it- 
self, 60,000 mirers "jumped the cun", in ths language of the UM’ organizers, 
and walked out as the abnormally stretched out negotiations came near the date 
set for the conclusion: 

"60,000 CEASE “OkK IN THS COAL MINES AS UNION AND OPERATORS DELIB@RATE; 
TRUCK ILL “ND AT MIDNIGHT TONIGHT." (Headline, The New York Times, June 
20, 1943 


There was no iota of doubt as to the sentiments of the miners who walked 
out to force the hands of the negotiators. 


Knowing the true character of the UMY leadership, the bosses acted ac- 
cordingly and refused to concede an inch. .To save face with the rank-and- 
file, Lewis issued some verbal blasts agninst the tactics of the bosses in 
the "negotiations." In his anxiety to show the cooperstive spirit of the 
UMW leadership in contrast to the coal owners, Lewis let slip a most damningy 
admission. Let us recall that whon "negotiations" had first opened in March 
1943, Lowis indicated that the "demands" presented to the bosses were really 
too modest in relation to the real needs of the hurgry miners. Now, after 
all the "truces" and the wind-jamming in negotiations, Lewis and Co. pointed 
out that they hnd reduced their own originally modest "demands" to a miserable 
fractions 


"After saying that in tho ontire negotiations of the last three months the 
Appalachian Onerators had not made 1 counter-offer of any character the 
union committee declared thet the miners had reduced their original demands 
to ‘a mero shell and shadow of their original proposals." (The New York 
Times. June 21, 1943) 


Of course, the Lewis-men licd thet it was the miners who had reduced 
the original domands whereas in truth this wis dono behind the backs of the 
miners by their crooked leadars, 

With hope for anything coner>te forthcoming from tho farce of "negoti 
ations” rapidly dwindling, the minors left tho pits in Loreor numbers than 
previously. Ths question of a thorough-going strike which Lewis opposed, 
could not be loft honging fire. It was patent that tho game of truces could 
not be continued ad infinitum. On June 18, 1943 tho LB rendered a decision 
and throw out oven the whittled dorm "demands" of portal to portal pay. which 
Lowis ond Co. had substituted for the original demands in the course of the 
“negotiations.” Tho minors rejected tho “LB dictated yellow dog terms and 
wolkod out again. On Juno 22, 194% Lowis eracked dowm on the miners and 
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thoreby uphold the authority of the “JLB which he had previously pretended to 

ignoro. Lewis named October 31, 1943 as a now deadline, giving as his excuse 
the fact that ‘on this date government operation of the mines would terminate 

and therefore free the hands of the minorse 


Thus, in January 1943 when the miners hed spontaneously struck, Lewis 
fooled them into belioving that . return to work would strengthen chances for 
an improvement in conditions by April 1943 when a new contract would presum- 
ably be negotiated. When April came around Lewis promised to do something in 
Msy 1043. In May 1943 Lewis stalled coun and told the miners to hold out 
until June 1943. Finslly, by June 22, 1943, Lewis put an end to the cat and 
mouse gomo with the miners and forced them to continue working under the same 
intolcrable conditions which caused the strike movement at the very inception 
of the mine crisis in January 1945, 


To put over this strike-bre eaking line, Lewis pulled the wool over tho eyes 
of tho minors from the start of “negotiations” in March 1943 with a barrage of 
antiecdninistration noise and with loud strike thre ts against the owners. 

But ho always mannged to appear at the crucial momont with o “truce” arrange 
without the knowlo’*e or consent of ths miners whom he claimed to represent. 
The Lewis burocrats saw to it that the advantage of the offensive remained in 
tne hands of tho bosses who wore thus able to inflict a severe blow to the 
minors and to tsrrorize the other union workers. When the WLB cventually 
pessed on the mine contract, it gave the miners some piddling increases not 
even approaching tho modast dems nds originelly raised and these few pennies 
more it did allow were conditioned on "inerensed hours of work." The ex- 
ploitation of the miners vas thereby intensified, tho work wock extended, 
and tho accident rate in tho mince ficlds consequently shot upward. It would 
be difficult to picture a more palpable soll-cut than tho one the Lewis gang 
enginverod in the inine fields in 1946. 


Tews. Vekemona che Outcome on tie Mince Crisis 
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In dune 1943, as the mine crisis onproached a climax, all political ten- 
dancics were compelled to show where they stood. Many months after Lewis hed 
prevented the June 1943 strike movement and sold out the miners, the Trotsky 
leadership came out with 2 very clear statement of fact on the manner in which 


Lowis jammed the WL3 yollow-dog contract down the throats of the miners: 


"On June 18, the WLB crowned its work of infamy by flatly rejecting the 
demand of porteal-to-portal pay and dictated 2 'tyellow dog' contract, which, 
it hae eer the minérs' union must sign. Three pad: later, the miners 
walked out again. The third general coal strike was on. 

PT MO next t_day Lewis .gein instructed tho miners me return to work, empty- 
handed, under © aT true! “until Oct. 31, provided the mines remained under _ 


government control." (The iwilitant, Nov. 13, 1943.p. 1. My emphasis-A.B.) 


But what was Cannon's policy during the crucial phase of the mine crisis 
in May-June 1945? Their policy in this period is the true gauge of the actual 
role of thedTrovaky leadership in the trade untons. On May 22, just a month 
bufore Lewis finished off the game of "truces", the Cannon leadership cane 
cut with an analysis insisting that Lewis would not sell-out and that he 
vould win a victory for the miners: 


"On tho contrary, the minerst leadershiv will not settle for the facee 
Saving formulas which are enough for the craven AFL and CIO leaders. They 
will secept nothing, they heave demonstrated, exccpt genuine concessions 

to the pressing nerds of the 500,000 minors of this country.” (The Militant, 
iday 22, 1943 p. 4) 


AD Lad 


This was presented to the workers as a fundanental Marxian analysis of 
the nine situetion and a cuide to tho miners. This statement sorved as chlo- 
rotorm and assisted Lewis and the bourgeoisie. 
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e the Uannon lendership Marxist, it would have warned the miners that 
Lowis' refusal to aprear before the WLB was just a pose to deceive the miners. 
Just a short time before Lewis openly lined up with the WLB decision to force 
the miners back to work, the Trotsky losadorshiv added another soporific by 
Spinning the fiction that Lewis was a hero ond an opponent of the government 
antielabor machinory: 


"But from the very first day of the current coal negotiations, Lewis chal- 
lerged this repressive machinory, studiously ignored the WLB, unlike every 
other union loader, conducted himself as tho spok»osman of a sovereign powor 
as if his noadquartors suite in New York wore fully on a par with the White 
house. This one act of cournge of one union loader threntened to topple the 
whole intricnte lnbor relations edifice and upset Roosevelt's coalition 
with th: labor movement." (Fourth Inteornitionel, June 1943, pp. 168-9) 


Of sourse, when the conl crisis had cooled dovm Lewis readily agreed to 
eppany before this very somo Y.B which he had been "d-mouncing" so vociferously,. 
Ls only showed that his provicus refuses] to apnoar before the WLB was a: 
facsessving menouver indulged in to anrorise the fighting sentiments of the 
TIM YS « 


“het of the 8.4.0]. stories that Lowis was being guided by the sentiments 
of th: renkeand-filo and, that his policis%s wore being supported by the minors 
to the last man? Agoin, when tho Cannonite loadership was recording,history 
meony momchs aitor, tno ovents they admitted thet fully 100,000 miners. royolted 
Lf.ainst the ssll-cnt_on Jun; 22, 1944 end-defied the Lewis order. to return to 
Works . 

"T+ will bo reeslled, in this carnoetion, tht over 100,000 minors refused 
to roturn on ths policy comaitti2's instructions after the June 22 strike, 
and th: tomner of the miners is now at fever hoat after the six months 

‘ad tune, delay and raw de xls they have been handed by Roosevelt's WLB." 
Cte Wilitenk, Kore, 1945. 5.529 


But whet wis the Cennonw nolicy during this fight of the militant rank-and-file 
against the authority ef thoir lendorship? “While the minors wero boing blud- 
geoned back into the nits, thcir voices strangled by the Lewis burocracy, the 
Gannon londershin wrote of tho roletionsnin of ths miners to the rotten of- 
ficinldon above. At the end of dunce 1945, that very period when 100,000 minars 
rofusod to follow Lewis, os the Connonites later admitted, the Trotsky organ 
Jicd thats 

"The surport Lewis hes miznubeined so far in this battle is based on the 

conviction of the men thet he is raclly fighting for them. Lewis did not 

ell them out. c.ecinst their vill. Or the contrary, it is only beenuse Le- 

wis has given them lendership in an open struggle which th: miners them- 
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solves domindad thet he hes sustained his authority ond prestige. (The 

Pee tibia: GO gn LOLS De 6.) 


It would bo hurd to ecnesive of more distortions packed in the space of 
such a few sontone:s. Lowis did not enll out the minors on strike; the latter 


wont out on their owm and against the line and policies of Lewis. Lewis did 
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this was refuted by the repeated rank-and- 
file walk-outs against the truces and finally by the open rebellion of 100, 
005 miners against the Lewis back to work order on June 22, 1945. The Trots- 
kyite boot-licking of Lewis was a direct slap in the face to the huge number 
of militant rank-and-filers who tried to fight against the Lewis sell-out. 


The Cannon services to the Lewis crowd did not go unappreciated. The 
hardened muscle men in the Lewis burocracy took note of The Militant line on 
the mine crisis and thanked the Tretskyites for thoir first rate job in the 
interosts of the Lewis leaderships 


say Lewis gained from the miners, 


"One International Board member with whom I spoke Wednesday- and they are 
usunliy non-ceonmittal- stated qqhite openly: 
"'¥os, I rood The Militant and I know it is widely read among the officials 
omonz the officials around hore. And I have heard some very favorable com- 

t the job you boys have been doing on the mine situation.'" (Ibid.) 


Menus abdeow 


A fitting comment to Cannon's pro-Lewis line in the mine crisis! The 
soll-out brigade in the UM was highly enthusinstic about Cannon's herculean 
eLrorts “1m. thoar behalf. 

The Vietor ef the 1943 Coal Crisis 
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Lewis had promised the miners in his "truce" of June 22, 1943 that as 
soon as the mines were "rsturned” to the ewners, the strike issue would again 
bo posed. in October 1943 the mines were formally turned back to the owners. 
This coincided with the expirction date of October 31, 1943 which Lewis had 
placed on his so-called truce with the government. Many miners, taking-Lewis 
domigogy et its face value, walked out of the mines as the deadline neared. 


Although Lewis and his gang appealed to the miners to stay on the job, the 
miners iencrsd) their leadership: 


"Closa to 100,000 miners had qwit work prior to the Cot. 31 deadline, 
dospits an spnenl from Lewis ani the mine union officials." (The Militant 
Pag ’ 


Movemoee oO 4 4d) 


Lewis swung into action and worked to break up this’ strike as he had 
dene with all the cthors. The opresition to this strike shown by the Lewis 
mob proved thet the former oxcuse petted by Lewis about government operation 
was % pure freud. Lewis wos for preventing strikes, whether the mines were 
under the dirsct management of th» owners or tho pretended management by the 
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When the soverrment "“operrtion” cf the mines terminated at the end of 
Octobir 1946, theo long awaited new coal contrnet was signed. This contrmet 
chained the workors to their rottch conditions for oa two yaar term. In ap- 
gained a few niggarijily crumbs. In actuality the minors 


PORraNCe Voie Mainers \ 
lost, bocause they wory foreed to work longer hours for the extra few cents. 
) 


The Trotsky loadsrs thwisolves shownd this to be so ‘ia facts 


"It is difficult to ostimnts tho exnct money incrensa per hour that the 
miners will roesive, as it depends in part on the number of hours thoy 

will work and how taich overtine they will earn. The actual money increase 
moy vary fron less than #1 per dsy to ag high as $1.25 per day. THR AD= 
DITICMAL INCREAS §S VILL ALL ACURUS AS AVRSSULT OF INCOREAS"D HOURS OF "ORK." 


(Tho ilitent, Now. 3, 1943 ly idapitniea. ee) 
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And the conclusion was drawnt "Of course, this is a far ory fram the 
original demand of #2 a day inerease." (Ibid.} 


thus a5 -one can see from the above statemynts, it was the class enemy 
oo WONne es how did the Trotsky organ introdtce this defeat of the miners? 
na sub-headline over the above-quoted article, they brazenly lied that: 


"THE MINGRS HAV? WON." (My capitals-A.B.) 


mee 4K 1k > ok 


; The “TLS decision was not yet the Last move. Later on, when the situa- 
tion had quieted in the coal fields, the “LB reinterpreted even the fake 


Seer oe and lopped off some more money from the miners!’ thin pay enve- 
Oppose 


"Undsr this LB cdiet, 31 cents has been lopped off the miners take home 
pay by a new method of computing pay for both hourly and piece rate cm- 
ployees. The new mothod sets $7.14 cents per hour as a composite base 
for computing overtime instead of the basic $31.00." (The Militant, Nov. 
ers 1943 pe 2) 


Such was the miners! "victory! 


Those owners who did agre3: to the new contract naturally did so be- 
cause they saw an apportunity to increaso the exploitation of the miners. 
On thse other hand, some of the bossos wished to continue on the old tack 
and refused to sign the now contract with the UM: 


1 . . . a A 
The reomaindtr of the bituninous overators are still sabotaging the 
nefotiations, as are. most of tho captive coal. owners.” (The Militant, ~» 
Qe 4, 1943) 


It should be clear that the "sanctity" of the government agencies was 
upheld in practise only by Lawis and was openly ignored by the owners 
when it suited Choir particular purpose. 


The elearest statanont of all on what the miners actually got was made 
by none othor than Lewis hims2lf. Ina review of tho whole situation in 
the mine fields during the entiro period of tho war situation, Lewis ad- 
mitted that despite increased spe sd-up the minors had no increase in their 
base pay since 1941 and were ground down by the longest work week in Amori-~ 
can industry. Lowis was quoted as follows: 


"Te minors had boen 'little rowarded'! for their efforts, having had 

no increrse in their basic pay since 1941, The fact that the miner 

wos pormitted to work lonzor hours was considered o 'favor' to then, 

but they did not considor their rozdiness to work longer hours in that 
light. 

"Ws assortod that the minor today wns working nine hours oa day, six days 
a wook and that 'these are longer hours than exist in any other American 
industry.'!" (Tho Now York Times, March 14, 1946.) 


When Lewis commonted that tho mincrs were "little rowarded" this 
was noted in conection with the phenomenal inerons? in coal production 
from the yoar 1941. In light of tho above adthission on the miners actual 
working coniitions by the mislcador, Lewis, how much truth, then, was there 
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the Trotskyite statom mnt that "The Minors Have Won" made in their paper 
on November 13, 19438? 


By beating back the strike crisis with the aid of Lewis and his Trots- 
kyite whitowashors, among others, the bourgeoisie won a tremeridous victory 
and was better enabled to proservse tho no-strike VWLB machinery to frustrate 
the work:rs. Tho Cannon cliqux, to the extent of its influence, helped Lewis 
stifle the ber een: in the crucial strike situation in 1943 and opened tho path 
for the capitabists to tightensthsir ropressive uaehinorve 


Ia Walgaey Chen Says) shay Iekls « 


ern ees hee ewiem 5: 


3y 1945 the cost of living hid so outstripped wages that the straining 
American wortters overywhere reisod the demand for the climination of tho 15% 
Littls Stes) fermulaiwhich ko t tho wago structure frozen. Tho trade union 
bureerney cond sine the fronzen wags:s in words but supported it in action. 
In the eoal ficlds whors the company stores bled tho miners white, the ever 
inersasing chasm botrwoeon wagos and the cost of living was felt acutely by 
tho mincrs., In addition, mine disasters woro rising duc to the increased 
heurs of toil. -—The grend of the bosses ond the sabotage of any real struggle 
inst them by the UMY leadershin was exprossed in the lack of adequate safn= 
ty mansures and oquipmont anong othsr things. 
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Once moro the miners stil? ned thoir backs and prepared to challenge the 
insatinoble parasites owning tho mines. But’ Lewis channelized the demands “into 
Gicterosie” Of a" royalty Hor tonnage mined to go into a so-called welfare fund.- 
Lewis, by pieburesque language, donicted the gruesome disastors and the hor- 
rible conditions underground, <All thie was used to concentrate attention on 
tho need for a “welfare fund" but the eatch was that Lewis took pains to see 
that the preposed fund would-be administered by no other than himself and his 
loyal flunkeys.+ Instead of a fight against the Little Steel formula, Lewis 

Co more pusisd the miners into A trep. In light .of-the rise amore 
costs, th: miners were actually suf’oring a doterioration in conditions. On 
the other hand, the owners woro blonted with gd WADA ae However, the 
tactic in. this reriod to prevent any incroase in the workers actual pay ratés 
wes to divert attonbion te fringe conesssions so as=to lorve the basic pay 
OF the work rs ywunaltarcad: 


"The AFL heads also advised their affilintes to submit demands for wage 
adjustments based on the 'fringe! conesssions granted the United Steel 
Sas ae oe John L. Lewis of tho United Mine “Yorkers Union has 

} a. in ths racsent domands submitted to the coal 

1 that all or them fale wathin ther is Golo soueel 
Gh IO, TUSLavp. YT lev enpOu ect, lee ae 


Tho Cannon press rondily recognized thet the Lewis "demands" were in no 
wey commonsurnte with the ronal noeds of the mine toilors: 


" 
formuln. 


ag of A TAIT tence Gar! Tat Serna | mon Scare rin 
or esr cor.” (To Wilitent, March Ol, 1945 p. Db Original Mmphasis) 


ee ene ne nena 


But as in 1943 the Trotsi:yit-s showed that tho minors were in a’ strike 
mood and ones egoain thoy Baten tH truth by identifying the militant class 
strugglo sontiments of thy miners with the sabotrging policy of Lewis. 


Ignoring all the lessons of the past, and the moro recent betrayal in 
1943, the Cannon leadership went 211 out onec more in covering Up the Lewis 
set in this crisis and lavished honeyed words of praise on these "ropresen- 
tatinves" of the minors: ' s 


nit 1s on cnormous advantage for union officials to enter nogotiations 
nowing thoy can count on the support of a militant membership. The 

ms bod of the miners is to usc this advantage to wrest concessions from 
che bosses. Their represontatives entered negotiations fully armed with 
a mandate te strike if the bosses rejected their demands. Nogotiations 
were curried on in the open in full view of the public. There was no° 
crawling or cringing before the profitebloated coal operators or their 
political agents in Washington." (The Militant, April 21, 1945 Editorial) 


The focts wore as follows, Negotiations began in March 1945 and despite 
2 vote tho "talks" were extendod for another thirty days. But the 
ni Lowis never did get a chanec to repeat the same stalling game they 
had played in 1943 because this tine the miners began walking out in spon- 
tenvous strikes as soon 1s the announcement was mode of the extended time 
for "negotiations." The spontaneous strike movomont involving large numbers 
of miners who would not stand for any protracted delays this time forced a 
hurried agreement which wis signed on April 11, 1945. This agrecnent gave 


the miners some "fringe" concess sions but nothing fundamental. Naturally 


tho Lewis clique sheuted "vietory" to confuse the miners. And once more the 
Lewis buroeracy found an echo in the Trotsky press where the story of “vic- 


! = 3 . 
tory -weses liso givens 


"This victory was won on April 11, scleven days after the lapse of the old 
contrect.” (fhe Militant, April 21, 1945 p. 1 My emphasis-A.B.) 


But the “victory” turned out to be as non-existent as the one trumpeted 
in 1943, Two Trotskyites went out into some coal towns as part of a subscrip- 
sion drive for their paper. In interviews reported with the miners, the 
truth lecked cuts; the "victory" was but another sell-out. Everything was 
agnin promised on inero®sed oxploitation of the miners: 


"Most of the men agrae that their recent negotiations with the operators 
and the governmont gained thom but slicht improvement in wages. They all 
pointed out that no increase will be realiz-ble until they start working 
bovond their traditional 7 heyur day. And many of those miners, who have 
peor heaxed and chiseled beforo, inplicd that they might have to strike 
yot to insure the concessions bey aro supposed to have won." {The Mali- 
tert, Moy 8, 1946p. *7) 


Whet tho minors said wos true. The increased hours soon took the inevi- 
table toll rerorted in the cold statistics about rising mine accidents, 


In 1941 2nd thon fron 1943 to 1945 the Trotskyite leaders portrayed Lewis 
as a fighter sgrinst tho no-strike plodge and held up his conduct and leader- 
shin as a modol for ether trade union lendors to follow. Subsequently, in 
1946, when the nilitery controls wore sonewhat relaxod the auto workers at 
Goneral Motors er out on strike against the auto barons. During this strike, 
Lewis apponred before Wall Strent's Congress and denounced the auto strike 


' 


and the strikers. This treacherous blow by Lewis was widely and happily pub- 
licizgd by the capitalist press 2}l over the United States. The Lewis state- 
mont was 4 subject for wide comment also by the union workers who were sup- 
eee the auto strikers. It could not therefore go unnoticed by the Can- 

on lecdership. But Cannon ond Co. came out in its own typical manner. After 
nee years of deception which depicted Lewis es a grent union leader and fight- 
er, they simply attributed their former line of support to some unidentified 
“militants” and solemnly expatinted on the latter's ignorance of Lewis' role: 


"Of course all Lewis proved by this ‘blow below the belt' is that he is not 
a proct labor lender, as some militants mistakenly believed, but a narrow- 
mindsd ambition-crazod old bureaucrat.” (The Militant, Dece 29, 1945 pe 2) 


7 : ° . : ‘ iy ’ 
But where did revolutionary-minded workers pick up the "mistaken" belief 
thet Lewis was a great union lender if not from the pages of the Trotsky press? 


Be ARTS Le NOE NON MINGRS 


a. or See 
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Shachtman, Like Cannon, was fully nware of Lewist fundemental class= col- 
lnborstionist ideology and policies. During the initial stages of the mine 
in 1944, the Shrchtmanite “lorkers Party took note of Lewis' reactionary 
“420nS with known onemics of the working class: 
"More rocently, Lewis has made overtures to the roactionary farm bloc for 
a Joins str cls. aginst the Roosevelt. order... in all vor this, fs, -snhibite 
2 Lund wmanvally consarvative political outlook,  Jack,cl clnss.and political 
consciousness. Ho hys a bourcecis montnlity."” (The New International, April, 
1643 p. 109 Origine1 Emphasis) 


Further, th Yorkors Party organ acknowlodged that a Lewis proposal put 
forward during the inino "nogotiations" would be of tremendous profit to the 
Owners and conversely of little benefit: to the minerse 


"Lowis' sugsestion thet the government subsidize the mines as in England 
would be of little benefit to ths miners. but of tremendous profit to the 
owners. (Labor Action, Arril 19,. 1943) 


Lewis, it was observed, went so far in his unashamed support to capitalist 
logisination that he over Oeste od in a Congressionnl*consniracy to raise the 
prices of food. This wis reported in the same issue of the above=quoted Labor 
Action. 


All these moves by Lewis, such .s exhorting a gofernment subsidy to the 
prorit-mad) con] ovmers,. support to capitalist plots to rniss tho »rica of food, 
ee a for . now (LB thet would moro offeetively serve the bosses needs, all. 

erm eee tho poriod af the mine crisis. Lewis, as this shows, was consis-~ 
tant in his striksbroeling in sll sphores. Yot Labor Action evaluated Lewis! 
POA tt Hi sp7cific mins crisis as follows: 


“Lowis is tho lender of 9 unicn that is waging a battle for all labore and 
weging it proporly." (Lobor Action, May 17, 1943 p 4) 


Sbachtman will tell the workers on neper avery day in thea weok thet a 
"propor battle for all lnbor" moans a militant strike, democratically con- 
ductod and governed by a rovolutionary poricy which raisss the class cons- 
sciousness of tho workors. But Shachtman's ronl, not piper, line was revealed 


to be support to crooked backdoor deals, burocratic suporession of the rank- 
and-file, and a policy based on class collaboration. This is what Shachtman 
pictured to his readers as a model and inspiration for work in the unions. 


the Worlrers Party Support to Lewis necessarily entailed a distortion of 
Lewis' actual function in the mine crisis. This can easily be seen in the 
Shachtmanite press even after the mine crisis of 1943 when the betrayal had 
alesady been consummited. A year later, Shachtman, in his ballyhoo of Lewis, 
went to the extent of protending that Lewis did not endeavor to break up the 
strike movement as the labor lisuterants of capitalism always dos 


"The Roosevelt governmont attennted to break un the UMWV because this union 
by its n¢ ctions wis upsetting the wage- froeze Bspolecart and in fact repudia- 
nee ‘the no-stri¥e pledge. ITS VTApaK, LITs; Ss Pair PIKE MURRAY, GRSSN ARD 
OMAS, DID NOT OT RUSH RROD MIT 1 WINS WAORTING THE WON TO RSTURNY TO WORK." 
Canoe Ste ‘Oct. €, 1944. Einphasis in Orieinal, My capitals-A.5.)_ 


The fact is that the miners' walkouts were in protest against the Lewis 
truces" and stalling. The mine strikers were in opposition to Lewis' policy 
and he acted on the basis of that understanding. For example, in the large 
scale walkouts in June 1943, even the canitalist press reported on the en- 
dvavers of tho Lewis henchmen to break up the strike. The bourgeoisie for 
the moment let its suard down and evidenced a sympathetic concern for Lewis' 
attempts to quell the uprising of the LS Under the headline "Lewis Facing 
Crisis as Khéebellious Men Recuer to Mines,” The Now York Post observed: 


es 


it 


"With fow exceptions, coal miners in this aren went back to work today- 

but they returned reluctantly and only after UMW officials crushed:a bud- 
ding rank-and-file revolt. 

"Tt was the Age serious crisis faced by the United Mine Workers Union since 
the waze controversy started. John L. Lewis, himself, obviously concerned 
with the trend, was in constant commurication by telephone with local 
officials- while mombers of the policy committe rushed from meoting to 
meeting seeking to stem the rebellion." (Juns 7, 1943) 


The New York Daily News which didn't attempt to conceal its hostility to 
the miners nesdlined the events: "Lowis Fighting To Get Miners Back to Work", 
and are 


"John L. Lewis swans into action this morning and spent the entire day on 
tho lons-dist-nce telephone sunpressing a wide-spread rank-and- file rebellion 
against his order directing 553,000 miners to return to work tomorrow. " 


c 


(June 7, 1943) 


Any objective observer understanding the issucs involved and knowing 
Lewis! trade union biography could have prodicted this rank-and-file explosion 
ageinst tho strikeebronking from the top. But while one can plead ignorance 
of ths facts when they were occurring, what can wo say Ofetho Wer. Vs abrazen 
distortions whon tho facts wore already known and recorded? That over a year 
lator after tho mino crisis, tho woll-intormed leaders of the Shachtman ten- 
doncy had to lio about Lowis' lino shows o promeditated whitewashing of the 
Lovis leadership. A fair-minded Shachtminite worker would have to allow that 
was the W.P. loadership simply misirformed in 1943 when it claimed that Lewis 
was theo standard borror in tho fight for the American workers it easily could 
have come out with an admission of crror when Lowis stabbed the miners in the 
back. But Shechtman cortinued with his deceptions and even added the lie that 
Lewis, unlike other labor fakers, did not try to break the strike movement. 


This fabrication was disseminated b’ Labor Action when ignorance of Lewis! 

work in the mine crisis could no longer be an excuse. As in the case of Can- 
non and Co. it was not ignorance which guided the pro-Lewis line of the Shacht- 
man Joadership. 
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Tho Workers Party leadership went to grent lengths to describe a conven- 
tion of the Lowis-riddan mine union in the Fall of 1944, It is instructive to 
see what Labor Action designated for specinl praise at this corvention: 


ed 


"Tho hichlight of the Convention was the exchange of telegrams between the 
Intericr Departaent and tho UMA. "We only have space for some of tho best 
paragraphs from theso r plies of the convention.” (Ibid. My emphasis~A.B.) 
“Ihnt were some of the "best paragraphs" which Labor Action quoted for the 
education of its readers? One excarnt from the first telegram of the Lewis 
Leadership reads: 


"tYou know, Mr. Soeretary of tho Interior, the coal minors are doing a job 
producing coal to win the wars; thoy are buying bonds, too, We hope you 
will study ths record on these facts, With nearly 500,000 less men eme- 
pleyeod in the anthracite and the bituminous industries, we will produce 
this year nearly 45,000,000 tons mors than was produced in the wer year 
oiw ils." 7 (Ibid, ) 


Tho WeP. loadorship singled out for praise the boasts of the Lewis buro-; 
erncy about rs “iner .nsed speod-un of the minors (wich means intensificd ex- 
ploitation) and the missuided prowenpitalist illusions of tho miners instilled 
by .nene othsr thon tho Lewis leadcrship. 


From the otasr tolegram, thr Shichtman paper exhibited as one of the 
"dost paroerophs" 1 pices of demigogy which all labor fakers try to soll to 
the unitisted- i.%, that thoy are not buroerats at all but simply servants 
of tho ranic-nnd-filos 


"t?his convention is the suoreme suthority of the union. We are the em- 
rloyors of John L, Lawis and he is rcsponsive to our orders." (Ibid.) 


If those excerpts, according to Labor Action rspresented only the "best 
paragraphs” ons can understand what was contained in the parts which were 
enittod. And, it must bo romombored, it wis these telegrams, which hifh- 
liste tho convention, according to Labor Action. 

In the, July 15, 1944 issus of the boursocis magazine, Colliors, Lewis 
wrote an articlo provocatively ontitled "Not Guilty." Tho object of the 
Lewis orticle vas to prove that ha wis absolutoly devoted ta the capitalist 
systom, patriotic to the bosses government, and opposed toe strikes. Labor 
Action cited this article of Lewis nnd noted his open admission of strike= 
Dropwing idoolorys 


"Wo don't care for the yory ronetionary John L. Lewis who assumes such a 
plous air of shock and patriotic forvor over strikes that have taken placs. 
(July 31, 1944 p.2) 
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The Shashtannite paper had to ackrowlsdges that Lewis sounded off like a 
big beurgvois and not at all like tho lobor londor ho is played up to ber 


eae! 


" : : : 
Lewis here sounds liko the New York Times, Henry Ford or a Republican 
congrossmon.” (Ibid.) 


wcwis did not try to palm himself off as a militant labor lender. The 
capitalist end Trotsky press did thot job for him. Indeed, in tho very same 
issue of Labor Action in which the Shachtmanitos discussed Lawis' "Not Guilty" 
on oditorial comment on anothor page stated: 
"in Lowi.s* cases, you havo a labor lesder with grent imagination and cournge 
on puroly trado union questions, who despite that, is a hopeless renctionary 
: PRS i EE 


politically.” (Ibid. Original Emphasis) 


ee ee ee 
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Tho W.P. finds a symbol of courage in Lewis! trade union policies s-~--Ande - 
what are thoss policics according to Lewis himself? A lino for increased speed- 
up of the workers, opposition to strike stru-gles, ond a desire to jnil militant 
workers who aro for strikes "ageinst the government." To the Shachtmanites 
this is presumably a source of inspiration for trade union workers! Since 
Shrxchtman's roxders arc composed of workors who alrendy know that Lewis is 
d=voted to capitalism, Shachtman adds that Lewis is a hopeless reactionary 
politicslly. This is simply a stnlo repetition of the old Social-Democratic- 
Stalinist pretense about a Chinese Wall supposedly dividing the pc- 
litical and trade union spheres. Thore is only one Lewis, 1 bribed tool of 
Wall Street who* serves the bankers and bosses in all fields. In the class 
struggle there is no duality; a"hopeless renctionxry politically" can be no 
other than a hoveless reactioniry in overy other phase of the class struggle. 


Even in oxpliining «war Lewis as a "hopeless reactionary politically" who 
is prssented as somchow nrogressive in the trade unions, the Shachtmanites pile 
Oss. on Polion. One would believ>s from Lebor iiction that Lewis is simply naive 
in politics and that is why he innocontly falls Into support to the bosses in 
this decisive srheros 


“Lowis evidently bolioves what tho Rapublicnn platform says about its op- 
position to the freezing of wiges and its protestations on Labor front 
trends of thc Roosevelt government. This is certainly a very naive and 
we might say non-political mannor for the leader of a great organization 
like tho Miners Union to render or withhold political support to either 
of the two capitalist parties.” (Sept. 11, 1944 p. 3) 


Shachtmen himseolf, some yonrs ngo, dissominnted the knowledge that Lewis 
grew rich out of swindling the trade union workors and that he organized one 
of the outstauding skull cracking machines in the entire union movement. Yet 
Shachtman attempts to whitewish this criminnl arent of the bourgeoisie as 
politically naivet 
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In Lowis't crooked negotintions with tho bosses in 1945, the Shachtmanite 
N.P. camo to viow again as lickspittles of Lewis. Thsy quoted Lewis' proposal 
for a “royalty” on tonnag> mined and could hardly contain their onthusiasm: 


"Lowis says 

"'Such royalty sholl be deemed partial compensation in cquity to the mine 
worker for the establishment end maintenance of his roady-to-serve status, 
so vital to the profit motive of the employor and so essontial to public 
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wolfarc.' 
"It is a grand sentence leading far. It does not go far enough, but it 
makes 9 sorious attempt to lift lnbor theor tically to the status of 
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capital. And it does so, not in general, not in the abstract, not ina 
convention address, but in wage ‘demands and negotiations. It is aimed at 
disturbing the pockets of capital and not at soothing the ears of the wor- 
korse" (Labor Action, March 12, 1945 p.3 lfy emphasis-A.B.) 


This nauseating grovelling before the utterly putrid Lewis is whet 
Shachtman passes on to his followers as revolutionary "mass work." Reading 
Shachtman's organ, one woyld think that the stvikebreaker Lewis has struck 

blow in the interests of the working class. The W.P. leaders did not lose 
the opportunity to spread the most poisonous class collaborationist illusions 
in this connection: 


"Lewis pleces the capitalist and the laborer in a category apart, both as 
humen boings with human aims, human responsibilities and human privileges. 
He says: ‘You got your royalty to encourage you. We must get our royalty 
to oneourage .us.'" (Ibid.) 


Labor in cqunal partnership with enpital! This is 2 snare and delusion 
spread by all the direct and indirect agents of capitalism to deaden the class 
consclousness of the workers. 


When Lewis come out for a “welfare Fund" he naturally pretended a sincere 
interest in amoliorating the terrible conditions of the miners. The W.P. lead- 
ership did not contont itsslf with just passing on the Lewis hypocrisy cas 
actual concern with the miners but even smuggled in meaning which Lewis 
never had in mind: 


"Note what the fund is to be used for. Modern medical and surgical service, 
hospitalization, ote.; but the last two items.are 'rehabilitation. and, eco= 
nomic protection.! That ean mecn anything, from establishing workers") re- 
erestion elubs to building a univorsity for training workers to master 

the process of managing the conl industry." (Ibid.) 


Wheat is this tolk about Lewis winting a betterment of the welfare of 
the miners? It is bunk and Shachtman knows it. When it was in Shachtman 
factional interost to tell some bits of truth about Lewis he showed the real 
Lewis to be nothing but a labor crook ond thicf: 


"His cereor of ‘industrial statesmanship' began many years ago as a petty 
officicl systematically looting the treasury of the Panema, Illinois local 
uniou. Through that he learned the first lessons in the shady art of buying 
henchmen. In the hishest office of the union he made it into a system. He 
reinforesd this with the methods of dolibornte vote stesling, frame-ups, 

and slugging of opponents." (The Militant, Feb, 10, 1954) 


The Cannon=-Shachtman suprort to Lewis from 1943 to the crisis in 1945 
in the mine fields was no necident. It was an outgrowth of the Cannon-Shacht- 
man policy in the trade unions. It showed that were Cannon-Shachtmon in lead- 
rship of the unions thoy would hove enrried cut the betrayal of the miners 
a first hand. Boing restricted in foress and temporarily limited in influence, 
the oxtent of their Ee eae ws consecrated to the defense of the Lewis 
Sell-outs and the whitewrsh of his strikscbroaking line. 


TO BS CONTINTSD 
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*** THE AUGUST 1927 DECLARATION OF TH OPPOSITION *x*x 
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Editorial Note: 


ae 


Following their capitulatory Declaration of October 16, 1926, Trotsky, 
éinoviev, and Kamenev made every conciliatory effort to live in peace with 
Stalin. However, Stalin's relentless drive to wipe out all the big figures 
of the former days continued. 


in the summer of 1927 the pressure against the leaders of the Opposition 
Bloc proceeded along the lines of securing a public declaration of uncondi- 
tional supports to Stalin and a statement condemning all whispers about the 
Thermidorcan nature of Stalin's Central Committee. At that time the Sapra- 
nov groun, formerly in the Opposition Bloc, having broken with Trotsky be- 
cause of the capitulatory October 16, 1926 Declaration, stood on the position 
that the Thermidor was an accomplished fact. Also in Germany a tendency 
developed to break with the Stalinist countor-revolution and the call was 
raised for the building of a revolutionary party, thereby creating a threat 
to the hold of the Stalin clique on the advanced workers in that highly im- 
portant country. Stalin required a shield against that danger. No one could 
erovide him with a more effective protection against the revolutionary workers 
of the Gorman Communist Party than the leader of the Opposition Bloc, Trotsky. 


Below we print in full the August 1927 Daclaration of the Opposition. 
The line in this Trotsky document, os in all the other documents of the Op- 
position, clearly ostablishes the correctness of our charge that the Cannon- 
Shachtman-Ochler story of Trotsky fighting against the Stalin bandits ‘is 
nothing but a fraud. We call the reader's attention to the "Clemenceau" point 
in this Declarntion. Behind the walls of the Central Committee, Trotsky, * 
in the discussion on the danger of imperialist attack, had recalled that 
during the World Var, Clemencenu urged the change of the French bourgeois 
leadership to cnable a successful prosccution of the military struggle against 
Kaiser Gsrmany. Trotsky's romark was immediately scized upon by the Stalin 
clignue and twisted into a threat to remove it from power in the ovent of war, 


In 1940, during the factionsl fight with Shachtman, Trotsky wrote him a 
lettor giving the "Clomonceau thesis" the very interpretation which the Stalin 
clique used in 1927: 


"Then you soom to forget tho so-called 'thesis on Clemencenu' which sig- 
nified that in the interests of the genuine defense of the USSR, the pro- 
letarian vonguard ean be obliged to sliminete the Stalin government and 
replace it with its owm. This was proclaimed in 19278 Five years later 
we explaincd to the workers that this change of government can bo effec- 
tuated only bo political revolution. Thus we separated fundamentally our 
defense of the USSK as a workers! etate from the burcaucracy's defense 

of tho USSRk. Whereupon you interprot our past policy as unconditional 


support of the diplomatic and military activities of Stalint” (in Defense 


of Marxism, p. 39. Original Emphasis) 


Tho August 1927 Declaration, however, ostablishes beyond a shadow of 
doubt that what Trotsky wrots to Shachtman in 1940 was a lie. Trotsky in 
1927 protested hotly against the intorpretation that he would attempt to 
romove the Stalin Central Committee. 


Reprinted From: 
International Press Correspondence- (Imprecorr) August 18, 1927, pp,1078-9. 
Declaration of the Opposition at the Jaint Plonum of the C.C, and ¢,6,C. of 
the Car assur 


Moscow, llth August 1927 
The declaration of the Opposition at the jolmt plenary session of ths 
Central Committee and the Central Control Commisrion of the Communist Party 
of the Soviet Union signed by comrades Avdevev, !akayev, Yevdokimov, Zinoviev, 
Kamenev, Lisdin, Muralov, Peterson, Fyatekov, .tak:vski, Smilga and Trotzky 
contains the following: 


Ignoring the polemical form of the questions »ut to us, we answer them 
according to their significance as follows: 


The first question: We are absolutely and unr2servedly for the defence 
of ovr socislist Fatherland against the imperialists. We are naturally ab- 
solutely and unreservedly for the defence of the Soviet Union also under the 
present Central Committee of the Party and tho present leadership of the Exe- 
cutive Committee of the Communist International. If the passage concerning 
Clemenceau in the letter of Trotzky has led to an obviously false interpre- 
totion of this comparison in the sense of a struggle for power and the utili- 
sation of the war difficulties, then we reject decisively all such interpre- 
tations. At the same time we maintain our conviction that the Party should 
not reject all criticism even during the war, or refuse to improve the policy 
of the Central Committee should it be incorrect. 


In our Graft resolution upon the international situation, we put forward — 
the following slogans: the defeat of all bourgeois States fighting against the 
Sovict Union - Every honest proletarian in the capitalist countries must work 
actively for the defeat of “his” government - Every foreign soldier should 
desert to the Red Army if he is not prepared to assist the slave holders of 
"his" country - The Sovict Union is ths Fatherland of all toilers, since the 
7th Novembcor 1917 we aro for its defence, our war for the defence of the Fa- 
thorland (Lenin) will be a war "for tho Soviet Republic as the troop of the 
world army of Sccialism, our "War for the defence of the Fatherland will not 
be the way to the bourgeeis State, but the way to the international socialist 
revolution" (Lenin) - Whoever is not a defender of the Soviet Union is a trai- 
tor to the intcrnational proletariat. 


With regard to the question of the Thermidor, we say, in this country 
there are Thermidorian elements growing which have a sufficiantly serious 
Social basis. We do not doubt that the Party and the prolcteriat of the 
Soviet Union will overcome these dangers with a correct loninist and inner- 
Party democracy. What we demand is thnt the Party leadership fight these 
phenomena and their influence upon certain parts of the Party, more systcma- 
ticaily. We do not say that our bolshevist Party, its C.C. and its C.0.C. 
is Thormidorian. 


With regard to the second question: We admit that the communist move- 
ment in Germany is threntened with a diroet split and the formation of a 
second Party. Subordinating ourselves to the docisions of the Comintern 
concerning tho impormissibility of maintaining organisatory connections with 
the expelled groups Urbahns, Maslov, we demand expressly and we will work 
for this inside the Comintern, a revision of the decisions for expulsion, 
having regard to tho fact that amongst those expelled are hundreds of old 
rovolutionary workers who aro closoly connected with the working masses, 
who are devot-d to the work of Lenin and who are honestly prepared to defend 


the Sovict Union to the last. Tho formation of a second Party in Germany 
would oveke a tremendous danger. ‘Ve propose that tho C.¢. of the C.P. of 


Oo Sorwriak ) ¥ iW lay . 
tho Sevict Union through the #.C.7.1. carry out the following measures to 
avoid this danger. 


Upon condition thit the organ of the Urbahns group censes publication 
that tho group subordinates itself to all decisions of Comintern Congres= 
» the reeadmission of all thoss who accept this condition into the Party 
ethor with a guarantee that these comrades may be permitted to express 
heir opinions in the press and in the ranks of the Party and the Comintern. 


With regard to th> third question: We emphatically condem all attempts 
te form a second party in tho Soviet Union. We consider the way to a second 
Party in the Sovict Union to be absolutely false and dangerous for the re- 
volution. Wo will uso all our power and all our forces to fight against any 
such tendency ror the formation of a second Party. We condemn the disruptive 
policy just os cnorgetically. We will carry out all decisions of the Com- 
munist Party and of its Contral Committec. We aro prepared to do everything 
possible to dostroy all fractional clements which have formed themselves as 
a consequence of the fect that on account of the innor-Party regime we were 
compellod to inform the Party of our opinions which were falsely reported 
in tho whole press of the wmuntry. 
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